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Of the above three duties of an executive, suggested by a De 
great railroad president, DEPUTIZE is for many men the 
hardest to learn. And perhaps the most important today. ~ 
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Henry A. Palmer, Editor 
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No one questions that, in this time of war, there 
® is need for conservation of many things necessary 
for military production. We go so far as to say that 
few would fail to lend their cooperation to any sort of 
well-considered program to accomplish this conserva- 
tion. True, there would be some who would be careless 
and thoughtless or who would wilfully and selfishly 
“chisel” —even in the face of “orders” with heavy pen- 
aties. But the great majority want to help and only 
wish to be shown how to do it. 

Our observation is that, though some of the tend- 
ency toward failure to cooperate or.even to obey orders 
isdue to actual lack of patriotism, a good deal of it is 
due to suspicion that some of the conservation plans 
are unnecessary and foolish. For instance, one who 
knows nothing about the sugar situation may question 
the necessity for rationing that commodity because he 
is competent to judge about some other conservation 
project that is silly. 

We visited our tailor the other day to order a suit 
of clothes. No waistcoat if you have a double-breasted 
coat, though you may have one if the coat is single- 
breasted. No patch pockets. No cuffs on the trousers. 
Youmay not have an extra pair of trousers with your 
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**Conservation” Hysteria 


suit. These are government orders, the avowed purpose 
being to conserve material. 


We asked the tailor some questions. He confirmed 
our opinion that the bar to a second pair of trousers 
works in just the opposite direction from that intended. 
A man buys a second pair of trousers because, if his 
occupation is sedentary, he can wear out two pairs of 
trousers with one coat. If he can have only one pair 
he must buy another suit sooner than he otherwise 
would. Fine for the tailor but wasteful of cloth. It 
takes as much cloth for a single-breasted coat with a 
waistcoat as for a double-breasted coat with no waist- 
coat. Patch pockets take an infinitesimal extra amount 
of cloth. Cuffs on the trousers take a little more. These 
scraps are saved for reprocessing, but the saving is so 
small that the tailor buys the same amount of cloth for 
a suit that he would buy: without these economies. 
No one, of course, regards it as a serious sacrifice to go 
without cuffs on his trousers—he would willingly go 
without any trousers at all if he thought it would help 
win the war—or without patch pockets, or without a 
second pair of pants, but his reaction is that the plan 
is just silly and he wonders how many more of these 
schemes are equally silly. 





OUR PLATFORM 
(THE LONG HAUL) 


A revised system of transportation regulation based on 
modern competitive conditions, instead of patchwork amend- 
ment of the old law to make it apply to new transport 
agencies; less, instead of more, government control. 

Private ownership and operation of all transport. Take 
the government out of the ocean and inland waterway trans- 
Portation business, 

Keep politics out of rate-making. 

_ An authoritative determination by competent and un- 
biased investigation as to whether commercial motor vehicles 
are paying their fair share of the cost of highways used by 
them in their business, and a uniform application of the 
Principles thus arrived at, 

Proper payment by inland waterway transport for the 
use of the waterways as a place of doing business. 

Realization by railroads that they must do something by 
way of group operating economies to help themselves and co- 
operation by shippers in such economies. 


Coordination of rail and truck facilities and joint rates, 
where practicable and advantageous. 

An Interstate Commerce Commission com of men, 
not only of good character and general ability, but with some 
special training in and knowledge of the matters with which 
they have to deal. - 

Simplification of Commission procedure. 


Non-discriminatory and reasonable rates for shippers, 
but a rate level high enough to give the transport agencies 
the adequate revenue prescribed by sound public policy. 

Revision of railroad working rules and agreements to 
prevent pay for work not done. 


A traffic department, in charge of a capable traffic man, 
for every business concern doing any considerable amount of 
shipping, and a realization by industrial traffic men that they 
must equip themselves to give the sort of service that will 
justify employing them. 


(THE SHORT HAUL) 


Every effort by railroads not only to expand their car 
and motive power supply to meet the present emergency 
demands, but to make their present supply go as far as pos- 
sible. Cooperation by shippers in these efforts. 

A scientific and fair treatment of the transportation 
broblem by the board created by Congress to make recom- 


a 5 endations for legislation. 
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Kill the St. Lawrence waterway proposal. 
Move the Commission to Chicago. 
Repeal the land grant rate law. 
Abolish circuitous routing of freight. 
Curtail free passenger transportation. 
~~ No Pullman reservations without cash for tickets. 
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Take the paper conservation campaign. After 
being among those who were misinformed, we learn 
that there is no shortage of paper and never has been 
one except a threatened one in paperboard boxes, yet 
school children, housewives, and boy scouts are shaking 
the earth to gather up waste paper, believing that they 
are thus helping win the war. There is, of course, no 
objection to saving waste paper and getting it back into 
production. Even the paper mills are in favor of that, 
though they now have on hand thousands of tons of 
such material that they cannot use. One of the reasons 
they cannot use it is because their business has been 
hurt by the campaign not only to save waste paper but 
to conserve the finished product. They are indignant at 
programs for writing business letters on small sheets, 
on both sides of the paper, enclosed in small envelopes, 
and similar schemes. They want business. They contend 
that the government itself has not advocated this kind 
of conservation in the use of paper and, perhaps, it has 
not, specifically, though it certainly has done nothing 
to destroy the misapprehension that exists and even 
one government body that we know of—the Interstate 
Commerce Commission—seems to be at least misin- 
formed. Last week it gave permission for the use of 
both sides of the sheet in documents presented to it. 
And this misinformation came from two other govern- 
ment bodies—the Bureau of the Budget and the O. P. M. 
They made the suggestion “in the interest of conserva- 
tion of paper.’”’ We could cite many other instances of 
this sort of ill-considered propaganda with respect to 
paper. 

Well, what is a citizen who wishes to be patriotic 
and helpful to do? Obviously, he must obey orders, 
when orders are given, and he must “go along” even 
with suggestions when cooperation is asked for instead 
of orders given; but just as obviously he must use his 
intelligence and knowledge, if he has any of the latter 
with respect to the particular matter under considera- 
tion, to remove misapprehension from the minds, not 
only of his fellow citizens and neighbors, but of gov- 
ernment bureaus and crackpots who know little of 
what they are doing. 

In the two cases we have mentioned we suggest 
a little study of the clothing business and some orders 
that will bring about real conservation of material— 
if it should be conserved—and a sensible announce- 
ment from the government as to just what the paper 
situation is and what should be done about it. The kind 
of folly one learns about when he makes intelligent in- 
quiries does not contribute to confidence in government 
schemes and hearty cooperation with them. Even when 
orders are issued, a spirit of approval and cooperation 
is necessary to make them fully effective. 


For and Against 
The statement by Director Eastman, of the O. D. 


s . es ° ° 
T., before the House judiciary committee, on inter- 
————— 


ference with the movement of interstate commerce by 
labor union racketeers, is notable for two reasons. In 
<2 el 
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the first place, he spoke without having his remarks 
“cleared” through the Bureau of the Budget to see if 
they were in accord with the attitude of the adminis. 
tration. How he managed to get around that rule we 
do not know; possibly it was because, if he had been 
prevented from giving his honest opinion, the “attitude 
of the administration” in labor matters would have 
been exposed as rotten. But he succeeded in doing 
something that Thurman Arnold was not allowed to do, 

In the second place, he talked good sense and sound 
logic. It is abominable that the practices discussed are 
allowed to exist, war or no war, but especially in time 
of war, and regardless of a protecting United States Su- 
preme Court—though even that court would be unable 
to prevent Congress or local law-enforcing officers from 
doing the duty imposed, in the first instance, by the 
public interest, and in the second, by common lay. 
What is going on is just thuggery. 

But, while Director Eastman talks straight from 
the shoulder in this matter, he is still fiddling with 
other things just as important. This week, for instance, 
we publish an outgiving from him listing some things 
that may have to be done to conserve passenger trans- 
portation facilities—but not a word about cutting off 
free transportation as a means to the desired end. This 
situation gets more ridiculous every day. The railroads 
are not even living up to their own avowed policy of 
doing “everything possible to discourage” the use of 
annual passes, urging their employes to use them only 
for “necessary” travel, and compelling employes asking 
for trip passes to give their reasons for the proposed 
trips. We suppose it was “‘necessary”’ for a lot of rail- 
road men to see the Kentucky Derby last week. At any 
rate, some of them went to Louisville—and rode on 
passes. A few of them, to be sure, may have paid their 
fares, but we doubt it. And we are willing to bet that 
the labor “leaders” and their attorneys attending the 
T. P. and W. “arbitration” ‘proceedings, came to Chi- 
cago on passes. What a lot of stuff is being talked 
by persons in position to do something and how 
little is being done! Such folks have to be ordered. 
What is the O. D. T. waiting for? 





FREIGHT THEFT CLAIMS 

“Despite the fact that freight traffic in 1941 was the 
greatest on record, claims paid by the railroads in that year as 
a result of theft of freight amounted to only $376,490, the 
smallest amount for any year on record,” says the protective 
section of the Association of American Railroads. 

“This was a reduction of $31,252, or 7.7 per cent under 
the previous record established in 1939, when the total amount of 
such claims paid by the railroads was $407,742. It also was a Ie 
duction of $47,429, or 11 per cent compared with 1940. _In 
1921 claims resulting from theft of freight totaled $9,924,74/. 

“The amount of such claims paid in 1941 was three-tenths 
of one mill for every ton of revenue freight originated by the 
railroads. In 1921 the average was 1.06 cents per revenue 10 
originated. . 

“In the past 20 years there has been an almost constatll 
reduction in the amount of claims resulting from theft 0! 
freight. The reduction in 1941, compared with the preceding 
year, took place despite an increase of approximately 27 pe 
cent in the volume of freight traffic. It was brought abou! 
largely because of increased efficiency of the police orgamiz@ 
tions maintained by the railroads, their vigilance in guarding 
the billions of dollars worth of freight which the rail carrie! 
transport annually, and the increased cooperation of shippe!s 
in the better packing of freight.” 
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Many Americans, it is suspected, are 
getting a bad impression about their 
capital city, because men and women 
called to Washington to take jobs in 
the war agencies are returning to their 
homes complaining that prices for 
everything are outrageous and that 
they cannot live on the pay they receive. 

Washington hotels and apartment 
houses, aS With such institutions in every state capital, not to 
mention Summer resorts, must generally earn, in a season of six 
or seven months, enough to maintain themselves for the year. 
In that respect they are not as bad off as they were twenty-five 
or thirty years ago. In those days Congress was in session only 
two or three months in a year. While Congress was in session, 
folks flocked to Washington. For the rest of the year the hotels 
were dead. In the off season the guest of a $5 a day hotel could 
get a bridal suite for his money. 

Salaries of $120 to $150 a month look good to young men 
and women in the rest of the country. So, when they get a 
“war-worker” job, they come to Washington joyously. But, 
according to reports, many of such in the last three or four 
months have returned home disappointed, because, when they 
have paid the expenses of living, they find themselves in a 
losing game. The young women seem to think they should 
have rooms for $10 or $15 at the outside in houses the rent of 
which may be $75 or $80 a month. So they don’t like Wash- 
ington and they tell the folks back home. And so there is a 
rent commission giving ear to complaints of tenants, just as if 
the owners of houses were public utilities the prices of which 
are subject to regulation. Even the telephone company. is af- 
fected by the war worker. He is so busy winning the war that 
he cannot be bothered looking in a telephone book to find the 
number. So he calls on “information” to furnish it, to the 
extent of 42,000 such calls in one day, a task estimated at the 
equivalent of 75 operators working on such calls all day. 






Wor Workers 






Give Washington 





a Bad Name 


According to the ordinary man’s 
idea, Japan is not a powerful na- 
tion, except, possibly, in popula- 
tion. Yet her army and navy are 
going whither they list, making 
the British empire and the United 
States, supposedly the two most 
powerful nations, look foolish, in 
a military sense. Notwithstanding 
the Supposedly strong British and American fleets, they chase 
the British out of Hong Kong and Singapore, take Manila and 
Corregidor, and threaten to invade Australia, all many miles 
from Japan, their warships escorting transports carrying 
enough troops to wrench British and American territory from 
control by British and American troops. It may be admitted 
that they took a sneak punch at Pearl Harbor, probably acting 
on information as to the habits of American army and navy 
Officers on Saturday afternoon and evenings, given them by 
Japanese who had served as mess boys on American ships and 
at army posts. But their other military exploits have not been 
of that character. If either America or Britain is to give her 
such a trouncing as will result in her island being blockaded, 
some evidence of such a spanking, it is suggested, should begin 
‘0 appear soon. Inasmuch as the Chinese and Japanese have 
been fighting each other for five or six years, it may be that 


they are better fighting men than white folks have given them 
credit for being. 


How Comes It Japan 
Sets Big Nations Back 
on Their Heels? 


Not one of his fellow party mem- 
bers has done President Roosevelt 
the honor of introducing a bill to 
carry out the anti-inflation ideas 
he sent to Congress in a message 
a short time ago. When he was 
newly arrived in office, some mem- 
ber of Congress would have intro- 
a ; duced a bill to give effect to a 
- mmendation. But not this time. No one has introduced a 
easure, for instance, to “stabilize the prices received by 
s'owers for the products of their lands.” Nor has any one 


Fate of an Out- 
going President 


Overtakes Roosevelt 
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introduced a bill placing an income tax on high salaried men 
so none shall receive a net income, after taxes, greater than 
$25,000 a year. 

The farm bloc in Congress, it might be suggested, would 
ruin anyone forbidding farmers to exact more for their products 
than so-called parity prices. Nothing so serious would happen, 
it is believed, to the senator or representative who introduced 
a bill to impose a confiscatory tax on the receiver of more than 
$25,000 a year. Such men have not as many friends in Congress 
as have the tillers of the soil. They have few votes, so none 
would run to their rescue. But, even so, the President has not 
been honored with a bit of proposed legislation giving effect 
to the Roosevelt idea. In other words, there is no fear, so to 
speak, of a man who is due soon to go out of office and, there- 
fore, can do them no political harm. When a man is new in the 
presidential office someone curries favor by introducing a bill, 
no matter how foolish the presidential idea may be. 





President Roosevelt has asked Con- 
gress to reduce appropriations for 
the Civilian Conservation Corps 
and the National Youth Adminis- 
tration, two of his pet projects that 
have enabled him to put young 
men on the public pay roll rather 
than have them get jobs for them- 
selves and have the government 
aid others in getting an education. He recognized, he said, that 
there was less need for unemployed boys on the pay roll than 
formerly, now that anyone desiring it could get a job. He also 
suggested that Congress definitely restrict CCC to war time 
activities, whatever that may mean. He recommended $49,729,- 
729 for training men and women for employment in war in- 
dustries, just as if the industries themselves were unable to do 
that and probably would insist on doing so notwithstanding 
training received from government people. 

Reaction among officials of those organizations was repre- 
sented as being surprising to them on account of the depth of 
the cut. But Senator McKellar, of Tennessee, expressed the 
idea that may be the ordinary citizen’s view when he said they 
should be abolished. He said the country certainly had no use 
for them in time of war when everybody who wanted work 
could get it. But they provide jobs for officials to dispense. 
Therefore, it is believed that they will be continued. 


Roosevelt Recog- 
nizes There Is a 
Man Power Shortage 


Senator Walsh, of Massachusetts, is 
horrified on account of a bill, passed 
by the House of Representatives 
April 16, creating a women’s reserve 
for the Navy and Marine corps. Ac- 
cording to his view, the language of 
the measure is such that the mem- 
bers of that reserve could be called 
for combat service, because its lan- 
gauge is substantially the same as in the legislation providing 
for a male reserve, the woman reservist being subject to ratings 
and officers the same as men reserves. For that reason, he is 
taking steps to have the language changed so as to make it 
certain that the female reservists will be subject only to non- 
combat service.—A. E. H. 


Women for Combat 
Service as 
Naval Reserves 


I. C. C. APPROPRIATION CUT 

In his questioning before the Senate appropriations com- 
mittee of Secretary Bartel, of the Commission, with respect to 
the Commission’s service order No. 68 increasing charges of live 
stock shippers (see Traffic World, May 2, p. 1172), Senator Mc- 
Kellar, of Tennessee, said, in addition to other remarks re- 
ported, that if the Commission, under the pretext of national 
defense, was going to let the railroads almost double their rates, 
“we had better strike out the national defense provision.” 

_ The senator’s reference was to the fact that the appropria- 
tion item under discussion was that relating to the Commission’s 
emergency car service work. 

Secretary Bartel explained that a conference on service 
order No. 68 was being held the day the Senate appropriations 
committee was holding its hearing on the appropriations for 
the Commission. Protests against the order had been made by 
shippers. The Commission, as a result of the protests and con- 
ference, rescinded service order No. 68 insofar as it applied to 
tariff provisions and car service rules relating to live stock and 
— service order No. 71 (see Traffic World, March 14, p. 

The Senate appropriations committee did not eliminate the 
appropriation for the emergency car service work of the Com- 
mission but recommended a cut of $5,850 in that item. It made 
cuts also in other Commission items, practically all relating to 
travel expenses. 

The Senate has passed the independent offices appropria- 
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tion bill carrying $9,476,264 for the Commission for the fiscal 
year beginning July 1 as against $9,557.809 approved previously 
by the House. The measure was sent to conference between 
the House and Senate for adjustment of differences. 


Rail Employes May Be Deferred 


Holding that railroad transportation is an activity vital to 
the success of the nation’s war effort and listing “critical oc- 
cupations” in that industry, Major General Hershey, director 
of selective service, has advised state directors that persons 
engaged in the listed occupations may be considered for de- 
ferment from military service as “necessary men.” 

Local boards must decide whether an individual is to be 
deferred. No deferment can be made for a period longer than 
six months, and any deferment is revocable at any time the 
status of the registrant changes. 

“Critical occupations” in the railroad industry, as certified 
by the Office of Defensé Transportation, said the announcement, 
totaled 79, ranging from “apprentice” to “yardmaster.” In a 
memorandum concerning the railroad industry, General Her- 
shey said: 





Railroad transportation is an activity necessary to war produc- 
tion and to the support of the war effort. This activity is responsible 
for the transportation of materials and products to and from industrial 
plants, for the transportation of material and personnel in the prosecu- 
tion of the war, and for the transportation for commodities necessary 
to the support of the war effort. 


In considering occupational classification of persons in the 
railroad industry, the memorandum also advised that local 
boards should take into account that the railroad activity is 
subject to seasonal “peak” and “slack” periods of operation. 


Oo. P. A. PRICE CONTROL AND SUBSIDIES 

The Office of Price Administration, if such action is neces- 
sary to maintain price schedules established by it, will recom- 
mend subsidies with the view of making it possible for dealers 
to sell at the prices fixed, according to O. P. A. officials. 

In the case of the railroads and water lines carrying coal 
to New England, a subsidy may be provided, it is said at the 
O. P. A., to enable coal to be sold at O. P. A. prices in New 
England, despite the increased cost of transportation due to in- 
creased rail freight rates and increased cost of water line 
operations, including war risk insurance costs of water lines. 

Officials discussing the matter indicated that while it had 
been decided to resort to payment of subsidies no details had 
been worked out nor had it been decided to whom the sub- 
sidies would be paid. They declined to comment on a report 
that there was under consideration a proposal to pay subsidies 
to railroads to enable them to reduce their rates on coal. 


Pooling Rate Increase Revenue 


Comment made by the California commission in its decision 
in the intrastate rate case resulting from Ex Parte 148 to the 
effect that there should be legislation permitting recapture of 
excess earnings of carriers to meet the problem created by 
strong carriers getting too much and weak carriers too little 
from rate increases brought from Senator Reed, of Kansas, 
further expression of his views on that subject. In a letter to 
Justus F. Craemer, president of the California commission, he 
referred to S. 2163, the pooling bill he introduced January 2 in 
the Senate (see Traffic World, Jan. 10, p. 96). 

“T have long held the belief that it is impossible to go on 
indefinitely allowing ‘horizontal increases’ in rates without regard 
to the situation of individual railroad companies to bring the 
weak lines up to a ‘fair return’ basis,” said Senator Reed in his 
letter to President Craemer. “By allowing ‘horizontal increases’ 
it would give the stronger railroads an unconscionable earning 
basis, and would impose an unjust burden upon the shippers. 
The question is what to do about it. 

“This, in my opinion, is the most important question in the 
whole railroad situation.” 

Senator Reed said the bill would be set down for hearing 
and that witnesses would be asked the following questions: 
What is to be included in a “national transportation system” so 
far as railroads are concerned? Why is a weak railroad? Is 
it necessary or desirable in a national transportation system to 
preserve the weak railroads? If the foregoing question is an- 
swered in the affirmative, how do you propose that it be done? 

Senator Reed said in a letter to John E. Benton, general 
solicitor of the National Association of Railroad and Utilities 
Commissioners, he was going to ask for the opinions of rate 
experts, including well known state commission men, the Na- 
tional Industrial Traffic League and other shipper and traffic 
organizations. 

“This time no one is going to be permitted to brush aside 
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this question on any grounds of ‘vested rights’ in either rajj. 
road or commercial property,” said Senator Reed. “This is g 
national question calling for a national solution. I am going 
to make an earnest effort to illuminate the whole question and 
possibly to crystallize the experiences of many men into a soly- 
tion.” 


TARIFFS AND PAPER CONSERVATION 


In the interest of conservation of paper, E. F. Lacey. 
executive secretary, National Industrial Traffic League, has sent 
to members a suggestion of the League’s rate construction and 
tariff committee that checks be made to determine whether 
tariffs are being received from railroads by shippers for which 
they have no need. If such tariffs are being received, it jg 
suggested that the railroads be notified so that they may re. 
move the names of the shippers from their mailing lists. 


POSTING OF TARIFFS 


The Commission, by division 2, by order, has modified its 
requirements with respect to the posting of tariffs by rail- 
roads so as to relieve them of the great expense now imposed 
by the requirement that tariffs be posted at practically every 
railroad station for the information of the public. As modified, 
the order now requires, for illustration, that the Santa Fe 
maintain a complete file of its tariffs only at Chicago and San 
Francisco, and the Pennsylvania, at Philadelphia, Pittsburgh 
and Chicago. This action was taken on a petition of the 
railroads. 


“AIR FREIGHT” APPLICATION 


Rebel Air Freight, Inc., has filed an application with the 
Civil Aeronautics Board for a certificate authorizing it to trans- 
port by air persons, mail, property and goods (express air- 
freight) between (1) East St. Louis, Ill., and Memphis, Tenn.; 
(2) Memphis and Meridian, Miss., and (3) Jackson, Miss., and 
New Orleans, La., serving specified intermediate points. The 
application has been docketed as No. 745. 


AIR MAIL COMPENSATION 


In a proposed report in docket No. 298, involving air mail 
compensation to Pan American Airways, Inc., and Uraba, 
Medellin and Central Airways, Inc., Examiner Francis W. 
Brown of the Civil Aeronautics Board has recommended that 
the board find 46.31 cents an air mail mile on a direct airport- 
to-airport basis for a base load of 300 pounds, and three-tenths 
of a mill a mail pound mile for poundage in excess of the aver- 
age base load, to be fair and reasonable rates of compensation 
for the transportation of mail on schedules presently designated 
by the Postmaster General over Pan American’s Latin American 
routes. He recommended that when additional schedules re- 
ferred to in the report were designated for U. S. mail pay 
service, the rate for the transportation of air mail should be 
changed from 46.31 cents to 21 cents. 


MAIL RATE CASES REOPENED 


The Civil Aeronautics Board announced May 5 that it had 
reopened the pending mail rate proceedings of American Air- 
lines, Inc., and Eastern Air Lines, Inc., for the purpose of per- 
mitting the submission of additional evidence in both cases 
In the American case, pending completion of the additional 
hearings, the board suspended the original final order entered 
in that case on March 12, 1942, and fixed a rate to be tenta- 
tively applicable in the period beginning May 1. 

These two cases, said the board, involved various substan- 
tially similar issues of law and policy under the civil aeronautics 
act. The board believed it advisable to reopen both cases for 
the purpose of receiving further evidence. : 

The board indicated that it had determined to suspend its 
original order in the American case because of the fact thal 
counsel for American took the position that such action was 
required to insure that the sixty-day period prescribed by the 
act for the filing of petitions for review of the board’s order by 
the Circuit Court of Appeals would not continue to run with 
respect to the board’s original order. No final order has ye! 
been issued by the board in the Eastern case, although thal 
case has been submitted to the board for decision. 


ALLOWANCE FOR DUNNAGE 


Efforts of the Chicago Association of Commerce to prevail 
on the railroads to permit shippers a reasonable allowance for 
dunnage in closed cars have proved partially successful, says 
C. J. Whipple, vice-president of the association. Instead of the 
shippers’ original request for a 500-pound allowance, the cal 
riers, he points out, have granted an allowance of 250 pounds, 
conditioned on an increase in the loading over and above & 
minimum weight of 25 per cent; the 500-pound allowance W!® 
be permitted on an average loading of 50 per cent in exces 
of minimum weight. 
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May 9, 1942 


Decisions of Interstate Commerce Commission 
Railroad, Water, and Motor Transport 





Wabash Control and Receivership 


In a supplemental report in Finance No. 13235, Wabash 
Railroad Co., Control, the Commission, by division 4, has au- 
thorized acquisition by the Pennsylvania Railroad Co., and 
the Pennsylvania Company of control of the Wabash Railroad 
(o., through ownership of its capital stock, and indirect con- 
trol thereby of certain subsidiary railroad companies of the 
Wabash, on compliance with conditions precedent in previous 
report, 247 I. C. C. 365. 

The authorization is on condition that until and unless 
otherwise authorized by the Commission, the Pennsylvania 
Railroad Co. shall maintain or cause to be maintained joint 
rates, joint routes, interchange points, and chanriels of trade 
through gateways of the Wabash Railroad Co., as they existed 
under operation of the properties of the Wabash at the date 
of the prior report, July 29, 1941. The Pennsylvania Company, 
the report says, shall be considered as a carrier subject to the 
provisions of section 20 (1) to (10), inclusive, and section 20a (2) 
to (11), inclusive, of the interstate commerce act to the same 
extent that those provisions are applicable to the Pennsylvania 
Railroad Co., and the Wabash. The provisions of sections 20 
and 20a to the Pennsylvania Company take effect on date of 
the Commission’s order, except that as to the provisions of 
section 20 pertaining to reports, which ‘“‘shall be deemed effec- 
tive as of January 1, 1942.” 


The Commission, by division 4, in a second supplemental 
report in Finance No. 13010, Wabash Railway Co. Receivership, 
has granted the Wabash Railroad Co. authority to issue not 
exceeding $47,354,300 of first mortgage 4 per cent bonds, se- 
ries A, due January 1, 1971, $17,510,100 of general mortgage 
4 per cent income bonds, series A, due January 1, 1981, 
$21,710,100 of general mortgage 4% per cent income bonds, 
series B, due January 1, 1991, $4,533,000 of series collateral 1% 
per cent notes, series A, and $31,106,700 of preferred stock of 
the par value of $100 a share; issue and pledge not exceeding 
$4,533,000 of pledged collateral 14% per cent notes, series B, 
and assume obligation and liability in respect of not exceeding 
$8,540,000 of Wabash Railway Co. equipment trust, series H, 
2% per cent certificates, $2,025,000 of Wabash-St. Charles 
Bridge Co., first mortgage 4 per cent serial bonds, and $50,000 
of Wabash-Hannibal Bridge Co. first mortgage 3% per cent 
serial notes; the securities to be issued and obligation and lia- 
bilities assumed in connection with the purchase of the prop- 
erties of the Wabash Railway Co., pursuant to the plan of 
reorganization dated March 15, 1941. 


Oregon Carrier Not Exempt 


_ It would be unfair to carriers subject to federal regula- 
tion to permit operations of other carriers not thus subject, the 
Commission held in its report in MC 5205, Sub. 2 Ex., L. M. 
Slocum, Application for Exemption, in which it denied Slocum’s 
application for a certificate of exemption from regulation under 
part II of the interstate commerce act in connection with trans- 
portation performed by motor solely within Oregon. The appli- 
cation for exemption was supported by the Public Utilities Com- 
missioner of Oregon (see Traffic World, May 2, p. 1153). 

‘The application was opposed by the Southern Pacific Co., 
Pacific Truck Express, the Railway Express Agency, Silver 
Wheel Motor Freight, and Don Childs, operating between points 
in Oregon and California. These protestants contended that if 
applicant was granted a certificate of exemption, they would 
be at a marked disadvantage since they must comply with the 

Ommission’s rules and regulations and also with those of the 
Oregon Public Utilities Commissioner, whereas applicant would 
€ subject only to those of the latter. They complained that 
compliance with the Commission’s requirements as well as those 
of the Oreogn Public Utilities Commissioner placed on them an 
added burden and increased their cost of operation, from which 
urden and added costs applicant would be freed. 

_ The effect of the decision, it is believed, is that Congress 
legislated unwisely in enacting section 204(a) (4a) of the motor 
carrier act, and that the Commission will not permit exemptions 
thereunder to carriers operating in competition with carriers 
olding operating authority under the motor carrier act. 


The Commission said it did not believe that the quantity 
of applicant’s operations should be regarded as controlling or 
perhaps of great importance. Applicant’s operations, it said, 
were of the same general nature and character, and between the 
same points as those of a number of other carriers which were 
subject to regulation by it. It said it regarded it as incom- 
patible with effective regulation under part II of the act that 
some interstate motor carriers should be regulated by the states, 
or perhaps left unregulated, while others engaged side by side 
in the same general character of transportation and between the 
same points should be subject to regulation by it. It added that 
it would be unfair to the carriers subject to its regulation. 


Commissioner Lee dissented, in which he was joined by 
Acting Chairman Aitchison and Commissioner Porter. Commis- 
sioner Mahaffie noted a dissent. Commissioner Rogers did not 
dissent as reported in the Traffic World, May 2, p. 1153. 


“We should, I think,” said Commissioner Lee, “accord 
great weight to such determinations by state commissions, par- 
ticularly when they are based upon an examination of the appli- 
cant carrier’s operations. It is our duty to cooperate with the 
several states in the administration of this new exemption pro- 
vision, and to give that life and meaning to it which Congress 
intended that it should have. 


“Applicant’s operations in intrastate commerce are now 
subject to, and in compliance with, the Oregon transportation 
act and the rules and regulations prescribed thereunder by the 
Oregon Commissioner. Her rates are regulated by, and are on 
file with, that official. There is a parity of intrastate and inter- 
state rates in Oregon. Upon the record now before us, I think 
that her operations should continue to be exempted from fed- 
eral regulation. If at some future time the transportation per- 
formed by her should become of such quantity as in fact sub- 
stantially to affect or impair uniform regulation of motor car- 
riers by us we could, of course, revoke the exemption.” 


TRUCK CERTIFICATE REVOCATION 


In a report on oral argument in MC 16670, Smith Brothers, 
John C. Sandidge, Receiver, Revocation of Certificate, the Com- 
mission has affirmed its findings in prior reports, 22 M. C. C. 
524 and 26 M. C. C. 219, and has denied petitions by “certain 
persons” seeking revocation of the certificate issued to the re- 
spondents on July 27, 1937. The report said the respondents 
were O’Donnell Smith, J. L. Smith and G. T. Smith, partners, 
dba Smith Brothers, of Nashville, Tenn., and that the certificate 
in question, authorizing operation under grandfather rights as 
a motor common carrier of general commodities, with excep- 
tions, between Nashville, Tenn., and Chicago, Il. 

“By petitions filed February 10, 1939, and later,” said the 
Commission, “certain persons, hereinafter called petitioners, 
alleged that respondents had ceased all operations authorized 
by the certificate granted to them and prayed that respondents’ 
certificate be revoked. .. .” 

The Commission decided that complete cessation of opera- 
tion by respondents did not automatically cause a termination 
of their certificate. It found that the respondents willfully 
failed to comply with all the terms and conditions contained in 
their certificate, but that the receiver of and for the respon- 
dents had complied with all the terms and conditions in that 
certificate. Commissioner Mahaffie wrote a dissenting opinion. 


MIDDLE FORK DIVISIONS 


Divisions received by the Middle Fork Railroad Co., out of 
joint rates on coal, in carloads, from Cassidy, W. Va., to 
destinations in Illinois, Indiana, Ohio, Michigan, Maryland, 
Pennsylvania, Delaware, New Jersey, New York, Connecticut, 
Rhode Island, Massachusetts, Vermont, New Hampshire, Maine 
and the District of Columbia, have been found not to be unjust, 
unreasonable, inequitable or unduly preferential or prejudicial 
as between the carriers participating in those rates by the Com- 
mission, division 3, in a report in No. 28679, Middle Fork Rail- 
road Co. vs. Baltimore & Ohio et al. Accordingly, it has dis- 
missed the complaint charging that the divisions were unjust, 
inequitable, etc., and asking prescription of “reasonable and 
equitable divisions.” 

Complainant contended, the report said, that the services 
performed by it in the transportation of coal were relatively more 





1218 


burdensome than those performed by its connections and en- 
titled it to liberal treatment in the division of joint rates. The 
divisions received by the Middle Fork, according to the report 
are 15.6 cents a net ton, equal to 17.5 cents a long ton. 

“Complainant contends for a division of 30 cents a net ton,” 
says the report. “A 30-cent division using the 1940 tonnage, 
which has materially increased, would yield $48,094.75 which 
is $22,699.75 in excess of the amount said to have been the cost 
of handling the coal in 1940. If the entire railroad tax accruals 
were deducted from the $22,699.75, a 30-cent division would 
yield a return of 23.3 per cent on book investment. A 30-cent 
division on coal would yield $10,657.75 in excess of the total 
cost of all common carrier and other operations of the Middle 
Fork. The claim for a 30-cent division on coal is predicated 
on the assertion that the timber on the Middle Fork will be 
exhausted in 2 or 3 years, and that thereafter the lumber traffic 
will cease. Divisions of the joint rates on coal must be based 
on existing conditions and not on the probable loss of other 
traffic and assumptions as to what the facts and circumstances 
may be in the future.” 


INTERNAL COMBUSTION ENGINES 

The Commission, by division 2, in I. and S. No. 5077, En- 
gines, Milwaukee, Wis., to Texas Ports, embracing fourth sec- 
tion applications Nos. 19362 and 19363, has, by fourth section 
order No. 14616, denied relief from the long-and-short-haul 
part of the fourth section to establish and maintain a reduced 
rate of $1 a hundred pounds on internal combustion engines, 
minimum 40,000 pounds, from Milwaukee to Texas ports. 
Schedules containing the proposed rate on that traffic, found 
not unreasonable but in contravention of the long-and-short- 
haul part of the fourth section, without justification, have been 
ordered canceled on or before June 5 and the proceeding dis- 
continued. 

Temporary relief was given in No. 19362 but was rescinded 
on protest of the New Orleans Joint Traffic Bureau and the 
Southern Water Carrier Conference. Operation of the sched- 
ules was suspended until June 20, 1942. The $1 rate also was 
opposed by the John I. Hay Co., a contract carrier by water 
operating between Chicago, Ill., New Orleans, La., and the 
Texas ports, and other inland water carrier interests. The rate 
was to apply on Diesel engines of six-cylinder vertical type, 
weighing approximately 280,000 pounds each, for installation in 
cargo ships being constructed at Beaumont. It was necessary 
to dismantle the engines for transportation purposes, said the 
report. 

The present all-rail rate from Milwaukee to Beaumont and 
Orange, the report said, was $1.15, and to Houston, Galveston, 
and Texas City, $1.19, minimum 24,000 pounds. Applicants’ pur- 
ported justification for their proposed $1 rate, it added, was 
based primarily on a competitive transportation cost by rail 
to Chicago and barge beyond, quoted by the John I. Hay Co., 
to the manufacturer of those engines, of $15 or $16 a ton from 
Milwaukee to Beaumont. This arrangement, it was pointed out, 
never materialized and was not likely to be renewed. The pro- 
posed adjustment to the Texas ports other than Beaumont, the 
report said, was based on applicants’ desire to group these ports 
on a common basis, as was usually done in connection with rates 
from and to points in defined territories. Whether or not there 
would be a movement of these particular engines to any of the 
shipyards that were now in operation or that might be con- 
structed at these ports, it said, was wholly problematical. 





WATER CARRIER OPERATIONS 


The Commission, by division 4, by order in W-556, McLain 
Line, Inc., contract carrier application, and W-558, Harbor 
Corporation, contract carrier application, has dismissed the 
applications of those carriers for permits to continue opera- 
tions as contract carriers by water of coal and coke in bulk 
in interstate or foreign commerce under the provisions of sec- 
tion 309 (f) of part III of the interstate commerce act. The 
Commission found that the only transportation performed by 
applicants was that of coal and coke in bulk, that such trans- 
portation on the high seas was not over regular routes from 
port to port, and that such transportation, in the manner 
conducted, was exempt from the provisions of part III by 
reason of the exemptions in section 303 (b) thereof. 

By an order in W-881, V. G. Christensen, temporary author- 
ity application, the Commission, by division 4, has authorized 
Christensen to operate as a common carrier by self-propelled 
vessels, for 180 days from May 2, in the transportation of 
passengers and commodities generally between Portland and 
Astoria, Ore., serving all intermediate points in Washington and 
Oregon. It found that there was an immediate and urgent 
need for the service and that there was no other carrier service 
capable of meeting such need. The Commission’s order of April 
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9, 1942, insofar as it denied the application has been vacated 
and set aside. 


COKE FROM BOSTON 


In a second supplemental report in fourth section applica. 
tion No. 16007, Coke to Portland District, Me., the Commission, 
by division 2, has modified the prior report, 214 I. C. C. 32 ang 
237 I. C. C. 761, so as to afford relief for the Boston & Maine 
to maintain a rate of $1.50 a net ton on coke from Boston and 
stations on the Boston & Maine in the Boston switching limits 
to Cumberland Mills and Westbrook, Me., the same as the rate 
authorized to Portland, Deering Junction, and Woodfords, Me. 

The relief was sought on account of water competition, 
The Commission, however, refused permission for the railroad 
to reduce the minimum from 80,000 to 60,000 pounds. It said 
that reduction in the minimum would tend to augment the 
advantage of rail transportation as compared with the competi- 
tive movement by barges which was in cargo lots of 600 or 
800 tons. The justification offered for a reduction in the minij- 
mum was a desire for uniformity and the use of older equip. 
ment into which, the carrier said, 80,000 pounds could not be 
loaded. The Commission said no real need was shown for the 
proposed change in weight since the record revealed that old 
equipment which could not be loaded to a minimum of 80,000 
pounds was not used in this district and that the present aver- 
age loading of about 83,000 pounds would continue regardless 
of the minimum provided in the tariffs. 

Dissenting, Commissioner Aitchison said that while there 
might be some justification for a parity of rates to all the points 
involved, he adhered to his former conclusion that the proposed 
rate of $1.50 a net ton was too low to meet the water competi- 
tive situation relied on as the ground for relief. Furthermore, he 
said, it was of common knowledge that enemy action had ma- 
terially reduced navigation along the Atlantic coast since this 
relief was first considered and that the intensity of the water 
service had thereby been substantially diminished. 





EXPLOSIVES LIFTED FROM T. L. ORDER 

The Commission, by division 2, in a sixteenth supplemental 
report in Ex Parte MC 20, Trunk Line Motor Carrier Rates, 
has vacated and set aside its prior orders in that proceeding, 
24 M. C. C. 501, as subsequently modified, prescribing minimum 
rates, etc., on all commodities for common carriage by motor 
between points in trunk-line territory, to the extent that rates 
and charges are prescribed therein on high explosives. 

The Motor Carriers Traffic Association, according to this 
supplemental report, asked modification of the Commission's 
prior orders to permit maintenance of reduced rates on high 
explosives between points in Virginia and other points in the 
territory, or in the alternative, vacation of the orders so far as 
minimum rates were prescribed on high explosives. Rail car- 
riers contended that the rates proposed by the association were 
below a minimum reasonable basis. 

In the original report, the Commission said, a number of 
commodities were exempted from the application of the order, 
due principally to the fact that the carriers transporting them 
specialized in such transportation. 

“There appears to be no severe competition among re- 
spondents for the traffic and the carriers handling high explo 
sives specialize in their transportation,” says the Commission. 
“There is no good reason for retaining this commodity within 
the scope of this proceeding.” 


N. Y¥. C. BOAT LINE INTEREST 


Acting on a petition of the New York Central Railroad 
Co., the Commission, by Commissioner Splawn, in No. 28162 
Nicholson Universal Steamship Co.—Ownership (interest of the 
New York Central in Nicholson Universal Steamship Co.), has 
modified its report of October 6, 1941, so as to extend the 
effective date thereof to March 3, 1942, from which latter date the 
90-day time limit within which the railroad was required to 
divest itself of its interest in and control over Nicholson is 1 
be computed. The 90-day period was to expire May 2 (see 
Traffic World, May 2). 


RETROACTIVE EXPORT RATE 

The Commission, by division 2, on petition of the Norfolk 
& Western and the Virginian, has authorized those carriers ' 
adjust charges on a large amount of freight, for export, that !§ 
being held or will be held in cars or on piers at that point t 
the basis of charges established April 8, but which originated 
prior to that date. The Commission said it was of the opinio! 
that it would be unjust and unreasonable for the carriers © 
collect charges on that freight in excess of those made effet: 
tive on April 8. e 

On that date the carriers made effective a tariff provisio 
under which, at their option, carload freight consigned 
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Norfolk for export would be removed from cars or piers and 
placed in public warehouses for storage. The authorization is 
subject to the condition that the carriers file statements de- 
gribing the shipments on which the adjustment may be made. 


MIDLAND VALLEY BONDS 


By a supplemental order in Finance No. 12367, Midland 
Valley Railroad Co. Bonds, the Commission, by division 4, has 
vacated and set aside its order of April 17, 1939, authorizing 
that road to extend from April 1, 1953, to April 1, 1963, the 
date of maturity of not exceeding $1,552,500 of adjustment- 
mortgage 5 per cent 40-year gold bonds, series A, and $879,000 
of adjustment-mortgage 5 per cent 40-year gold bonds, series B, 
and dismissing that part of the application requesting authority 
to execute a proposed supplemental indenture and an extension 
agreement. By petition, the road asked vacation of the Com- 
mission’s order, stating that the proposals set forth were not 
consummated and the plan entailed in those proposals had been 
abandoned. Accordingly, the application has been dismissed. 


Cc. |. & L. REORGANIZATION 


The Commission, by division 4, in Finance No. 10294, Chi- 
cago, Indianapolis & Louisville Railway Co. Reorganization, 
has denied a petition of the protective committee for the Chi- 
cago, Indianapolis & Louisville refunding mortgage gold bonds, 
requesting an adjournment of its further hearing assigned before 
the Commission on May 5. The denial is without prejudice to 
a renewal of the request on the basis of evidence presented at 
the hearing. 


c. & N. W. ABANDONMENT 


The Commission, by division 4, in Finance No. 13517, Chi- 
cago & North Western Railway Co. Trustee Abandonment, has 
issued a certificate permitting abandonment by Charles M. 
Thomson, trustee of the C. & N. W., of the so-called Hiles 
branch, extending approximately 9 miles from Hiles Junction 
to Hiles, in Oneida and Forest counties, Wis. The line was built 
to serve a timber area. A large proportion of the marketable 
timber has been removed, says the report, adding that most of 
that remaining is second-growth pulpwood. Most of the traffic 
on the line, the report said, could be trucked. 


A. & N. C. NOTES 


By a third supplemental order in Finance No. 13515, At- 
lantic & North Carolina Railrcyd Co. Notes, the Commission, 
by division 4, has further modified its order of June 27, 1941, 
as modified, so as to cancel the authority granted to the A. & 
N. C. to issue $45,000 of 5-year 3 per cent promissory notes 
for the purchase of locomotives, and so as to restore the author- 
ity granted to it by the supplemental order of January 19, 
1942, to issue at par not exceeding $170,000 of 10-year 3 per 
cent promissory notes and $30,000 of 10-year 2 per cent promis- 
sory notes. 


“Unexercised”’ Motor Rights Sale 


With Commissioner Porter disagreeing in several respects 
with its findings, division 4 of the Commission, in a report in 
MC F-1600, James H. Adkins, Sr., et al.—Purchase—Star 
Transit, Inc. (Maurice W. Graston, Receiver), has denied an 
application of a partnership doing business as Adkins Transfer 
Co., of Indianapolis, Ind., to purchase for $3,000 operating rights 
of the receiver of Star Transit, Inc., of Madison, Ind., as a 
motor common carrier of general commodities over approxi- 
mately 170 miles of regular routes between Louisville, Ky., and 
Cincinnati, O., via intermediate and off-route points in Indiana. 
_ The report said that Star Transit had been in receivership 
Since September 28, 1937, on which date Maurice W. Graston 
Was appointed receiver in the circuit court of Jefferson county, 
Ind., and that prior thereto, on April 23, 1937, the truck line 
had obtained a certificate from the Commission authorizing the 
operations involved in the instant transaction. No operations 
Were conducted by the receiver from the date of his appoint- 
ment until April 11, 1941, when, after having borrowed a total 
of $3,000 and leased two trucks from James H. Adkins, Sr., 
With approval of the court, he resumed operations, the report 
showed. It said that “it was readily admitted” that the finan- 
clal assistance provided by Adkins was solely to enable resump- 
tion of operations so that the Commission would have jurisdic- 
tion of the transaction under section 5. 

“In our opinion,” said the majority report, “operating rights 
should not be treated as a commodity of trade and be transfer- 
able as such apart from the good will of a going business con- 
ww pursuant thereto, and without regard to the public need 

refor.”’ 


Later in the report, the majority said: 
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Nothing herein should be construed as passing upon the validity 
of the certificate or the right of vendor to operate under the certifi- 
cate, if such operation is one conducted under vendor’s control. How- 
ever, vendor has no unqualified right to transfer the certificate to 
another carrier and confer upon the latter the right to operate there- 
under. Purchase or other acquisition of control of operating rights 
is a matter subject to section 5 and may be effected only if we find 
that such transaction would be consistent with the public interest. 

Approval of the transaction, said the report, would permit 
vendees to invade territory now adequately served by existing 
transportation facilities. 

In his dissenting expression, Commissioner Porter said, in 
part: 


Vendor is a holder of a certificate issued by us authorizing opera- 
tions as a common carrier. That certificate has not been revoked and is 
in full force and effect. . . Whether the operation as conducted by 
the receiver is for the purpose of enhancing the possibility of a sale 
of the certificated rights is no concern of ours. There is an actual 
operation and the actions of the receiver have the approval of the 
Court... . 

It is said that ‘‘approval of the transaction would permit vendees 
to invade territory now adequately served. . . .’” How can it be 
said that vendee could ‘‘invade’’ this territory when there is outstand- 


ing a certificate issued by us authorizing such operations? .... If 
it is permissible for vendor to . operate, why is it not permissible 
for vendee to so operate? .... As there is no valid reason for denying 


the application, we should approve. 


Commission Water Reports 


(An asterisk before the docket number means that the report 
will not be printed in full in the permanent series of Commission 
reports. Mimeographed copies of such reports in full may be ob- 
tained by prompt application to the Commission.) 


*W-235, Turner Brothers Transportation Co., Madison, Ind., 
common carrier application. By division 4. Certificate denied, 
effective June 4, as to common carriage by water, in the tow- 
age, of structural steel from Carrollton, Ky., to points on the 
Kentucky River. Public convenience and necessity were found 
not to require the operation. Application for authority to op- 
erate as a common carrier by water in the towage of coal and 
lead ore from and to points on the Ohio River, Evansville, Ind., 
to Point Pleasant, O., inclusive, the Kentucky and Green Rivers 
and tributaries, dismissed on finding such transportation ex- 
empt under the provisions of section 303 (b) of the act. 

*W-310, Weyhgandt & Putnam, applications. By division 
4. Dismissed. Applicant’s present and proposed operation 
as a contract carrier by water, in interstate or foreign com- 
merce, of sand, gravel and cement in bulk, found not subject 
to part III of the act by reason of the exemption in section 
303 (b) thereof. 


Commission Reports 


(An asterisk before the docket number means that the report 
will not be printed in full in the permanent series of Commission 
reports. Mimeographed copies of such reports in full may be ob- 
tained by prompt application to the Commission.) 


Fence Posts 


*Fourth section application No. 18763, Fence Posts from 
Harrison, Ark., Group and Southwest, embracing fourth section 
applications Nos. 19003, 19087, 19534 and 19535. By division 2. 
Authority granted by F. S. O. 14619, on conditions, to maintain 
rates on fence posts from points in Arkansas, Louisiana, Texas, 
Oklahoma, Missouri, and Kansas to destinations in Missouri, 
Kansas, Nebraska, and Iowa, as to which temporary relief was 
given by F. S. O. 14045, as amended, without observing the 
long-and-short-haul part of the fourth section. 


Barite Ore 


I. and S. No. 4830, Ground Barite Ore, Arkansas to Louisi- 
ana and Texas Ports, embracing No. 28593, Magnet Cove 
Barium Corporation vs. Alton et al. By division 2. Proposed 
increased rates in No. 4830 on ground barite ore from Butter- 
field, Hot Springs and Malvern, Ark., to Louisiana and Texas 
ports, not just and reasonable; and rates in No. 28593 on the 
same commodity from Malvern to destinations in Illinois, In- 
diana, Iowa, Kansas, Louisiana, Missouri, Oklahoma and Texas, 
unreasonable for the future to the extent they may exceed 
column 14 rates, subject to a carload minimum of 80,000 
pounds. Suspended schedules ordered canceled on or before 
June 9, and new rates required to be established on or before 
August 7, 1942. 


Wheat 


No. 28531, Watertown Milling Co. vs. Chicago, Burlington 
& Quincy et al. By the Commission. Report written by Com- 
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missioner Splawn. Rates charged on wheat shipped in 1936 
and 1937 from Donaldson, Minn., and Omaha, Neb., originating 
beyond, to Minneapolis, Minn., via Watertown, S. D., applicable. 
Rates charged on wheat shipped in 1937 from Hallock, Minn., 
to Minneapolis and from Argyle, Minn., to Milwaukee, Wis., 
via Watertown, inapplicable. Applicable rates not shown to 
have been unreasonable or otherwise unlawful. Complaint 
dismissed. 


Emergency Charges 


No. 28616, Consolidated Shippers, Inc., vs. Atchison, To- 
peka & Santa Fe et al., embracing No. 28632, Procter & Gamble 
Distributing Co. vs. Atchison, Topeka & Santa Fe et al. (sub- 
mitted on the record made in No. 28616). By the Commission. 
Report written by Commissioner Splawn. Emergency charges 
collected on freight, carloads, shipped in 1936 from Los An- 
geles, Calif., to Phoenix and Tucson, Ariz., and on soap and 
vegetable shortening, carloads, from Long Beach, Calif., to 
destinations in Arizona, inapplicable. Emergency charges col- 
lected on shipments to other destinations in Arizona and Utah, 
applicable. Reparation, with interest, awarded. 


Lumber 


I. and S. M-1643, Lumber, Philadelphia to Eastern Penn- 
sylvania Points. By division 2. Initial rates on lumber pro- 
posed by Henry Hedrick Mest, a motor common carrier of 
Pennsburg, from Philadelphia, Pa., to destinations in Pennsyl- 
vania, not shown to be unlawful. The rates became effective 
Jan. 1, 1942. The proceeding has been discontinued. 


Glass Containers 


I. and S. No. 5054, Glass Containers, Waco, Tex., to New 
Orleans. By division 2. Proposed reduced rate, which includes 
switching but no other terminal charges, of 36 cents, minimum 
30,000 pounds, on glass containers, Waco, Tex., to New Orleans, 
La., for export and coastwise movement beyond, just and rea- 
sonable and not shown to be otherwise unlawful. Present rate 
is 55 cents, minimum 20,000 pounds. Order suspending the 
schedules vacated and set aside as of May 15 and proceeding 
discontinued. By the same schedules, the report said, respond- 
ents also published a rate of 31 cents, minimum 30,000 pounds, 
from Waco to the so-called Houston group, comprising Houston, 
Galveston, and Texas City, Tex., and a 36-cent rate, same mini- 
mum, to Beaumont, Orange, and Port Arthur, Tex., and Lake 
Charles, La. These rates were allowed to go into effect on 
Sept. 21, 1941, sufficient cause not appearing to warrant sus- 
pension. The need for the proposed rate, the report said, was 
brought about by the Owens-Illinois Glass Co., now building a 
factory at Waco for the manufacture of glass containers. It 
was expected, it said, that much of the output of the Waco 
factory would be consumed at destinations in Texas. The prin- 
cipal export movement, it added, would be to Cuba and Puerto 
Rico. 


S. P. Signal Change 


*No. 28000, Sub. 67, Application for Approval of Proposed 
Modifications of Systems or Devices Under Section 25(b) of 
the Interstate Commerce Act. By division 3. Application of 
the Southern Pacific Co. for approval of modifications of auto- 
matic block signal system and interlocking at crossing with 
the Tidewater Southern Railway at Modesto, Calif., granted. 


G. C. & S. F. Interlocking 


*No. 28000, Sub. 70, Application for Approval of Proposed 
Modification of Systems or Devices Under Section 25(b) of the 
Interstate Commerce Act. By division 3. Application of the 
Gulf, Colorado & Santa Fe Railway Co., for approval of modifi- 
cation of interlocking at Sugarland Junction, Tex., at crossing 
with the International-Great Northern, granted. 


P. R. R. Manual Block Station 


No. 28000, Sub. 77, Application for Approval of Proposed 
Modification of Systems or Devices Under Section 25(b) of the 
Interstate Commerce Act. By division 3. Application of the 
Pennsylvania Railroad Co. for authority for periodic opening 
and closing for one, two, or three tricks of manual block station 
at Jamestown, Pa., granted, on conditions. 


Fresh Meats, Etc. 


*Fourth section application No. 19201, Fresh Meats from 
Tulsa, Okla., and Springfield, Mo. By division 2. Authority 
granted by F. S. O. 14623, on conditions, to establish and maintain 
rates on packing house products and on fresh meats, fresh sau- 
sage, leaf lard, hog stomach linings and fresh frozen pig or hog 
skins from Tulsa, Okla., and Springfield, Mo., to Memphis, Tenn., 
and New Orleans, La., as to which temporary relief was given 
by F. S. O. 14364, without observing the long-and-short-haul 
part of the fourth section. 


TRAFFIC WORLD 


Commission Motor Reports 


(An asterisk before the docket number means that the report 
will not be printed in full in the permanent series of motor carrier 
reports of the Commission. Mimeographed copies of such reports in 
full may be obtained by prompt application to the Commission, ) 


_ *MC 102826, F. W. McDonald, Rawlins, Wyo., common car. 
rier. Certificate granted. Telephone, telegraph, and power line 
equipment, when moving from or to job sites, and machinery 
materials, supplies, and equipment, when moving from or to oil. 
field or pipeline locations, between specified points in Wyo. 

_ MC 4519, Sub. 1, Lester W. Steenbock, Persia, la., exten. 
sion. Certificate denied. General commodities, with exceptions 
between Omaha, Neb., and Earling and Defiance, Ia., on the 
other. According to the report, applicant proposes to lease any 
authority obtained to Frederickson & Son, of Harlan, Ia, 
lessee of operating rights granted applicant in MC 4519. Rights 
in MC 4519 were leased with option to purchase. In the event 
of sale of rights in MC 4519, the report said, applicant also 
would include such rights as he might obtain under the instant 
application. It affirmatively appeared, the report said, that 
applicant did not intend himself to perform the service for 
which authority was sought. It added that the Commission 
could not make the required finding that he was a qualified 
applicant. 

MC °39372, Old Colony Coach Lines, Inc., Boston, Mass, 
common carrier. Certificate granted to Greyhound Corporation 
and New England Greyhound Lines, Inc., as successors in inter- 
est to applicant, as to continuance of operations, passengers, 
baggage, express, mail and newspapers between specified points 
in Me., N. H., Mass., R. I., Conn., and N. Y., and continuance 
of operation by Greyhound Corporation, as successor in interest, 
4 4 newspapers and mail between Manchester and Concord, 


*MC 41914, Wilbur J. Henry, York, Pa., contract carrier, 
Permit or certificate denied under the grandfather clauses in 
MC 41914 as to paper and paper products, etc., in Pa., Md., 
N. Y., D. C., and N. J.; and permit denied in MC 41914, Sub. 2, 
as to specified commodities between York Haven, Pa., and 
points in N. J., N. Y., Md., and D. C. 

*MC 47874, A. W. Hawkins, Inc., Culpepper, Va., common 
carrier. Certificate granted as to continuance of operation, gen- 
eral and specified commodities in Va., D. C., Pa., N. Y., N. J, 
Del., W. Va., Md., N. C., and S. C. 

: MC 88464, Pierce Freight Lines, Inc., extension. On recon- 
sideration, findings in prior report, decided Oct. 18, 1941, re- 
versed and certificate granted as to specified commodities from 
and to points in N. Y., N. J., and Pa. 

*MC 3833, Sub. 1, Karl Lenker, Richmond, Va., extension. 
Certificate denied. General commodities, with exceptions, and 
specified commodities, between points in Va., N. C., S. C, 
Ga. and Ala. 

*MC 75771, Sub. 1, L. L. Johnson, Independence, Kan., 
extension. Certificate granted. Malt beverages, St. Louis, Mo., 
to Parsons and Chanute, Kan., returning with empty containers. 
_ *MC 89972, Sub. 2, L. J. Navy, Huntington, W. Va., exten- 
sion. Certificate granted. Malt beverages and empty malt 
beverage containers, from and to points in Ind., Ky., O., Pa. 
and W. Va. 

*MC 94350, Sub. 2, Calvin A. Sheldon, Saginaw, Mich., 
extension. Certificate granted. Trailers, except freight-carry- 
ing vehicles, by the towaway method in initial movements from 
Chicago, Ill., and Trotwood, O., to all points in the U. S., except 
those in Ind., and in secondary movements between al] points 
in the 'U. S., except those in Ind. The majority of the trailers, 
the report said, were utilized for housing purposes at defense 
projects and movements from one project to another were 
anticipated. 


_ *MC 96108, Oliver Johnson, Arcadia, Kan., common Cal- 
rier. Certificate granted. Specified commodities from, to o 
between points in Kan. and Mo. 

*MC 102321, Gasper Amato, Somerville, Mass., extension 
Permit denied. Sawdust, wood flour, and empty bags be- 
tween Somerville, Everett and Chelsea, Mass., and Bridge- 
port, Conn., and points in the New York, N. Y., commercial 
zone. 

*MC 102327, David Curtis Wilhelm, Benton, III., common 
carrier. Certificate granted. Race horses and horse racing 
equipment between points in Ark., IIl., Ind., Ia., Ky., La., Mich., 
Miss., Mo., Neb., O., Tenn. and Tex. 

*MC 102362, Max Hough, Underwood, Ia., common carrier. 
Certificate denied. Specified commodities between Underwood 
and points within 15 miles thereof, and Omaha, Neb. 

*MC 102567, Earl Clarence Gibbon, Henderson, Tex., COM- 
mon carrier. Certificate granted. Petroleum products, in bulk, 
between points in Tex., Ark., La. and Miss. 
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MC 71157, Albert Barber, White Lake, N. Y., common car- 
rier. On reconsideration, findings in prior report and order, 
decided Dec. 16, 1941, amended to authorize operation as a 
common carrier of passengers and their baggage, in special 
operations in door-to-door service, limited to the transporta- 
tion of not more than 6 passengers in any one vehicle, but 
not including the driver thereof and not including children 
ynder 10 years of age who do not occupy a seat or seats, in 
the period extending from June 1 to October 1, inclusive, of 
each year, between New York, N. Y., on the one hand, and 
points in that portion of Sullivan county, N. Y., on and west 
of a line drawn north and south through Monticello, N. Y., 
and points in Pa., within 10 miles of Sullivan county, on the 


other. 

*MC 10900, McCullough Transfer Co., Youngstown, O., 
common carrier, embracing MC 10899, Same, common carr‘er, 
and MC 10900, Sub. 1, Alfred McCullough, extension. Cer- 
tificates granted in MC 10900 and MC 10899 as to continuance 
of operation, specified commodities between points in O., 
W. Va., Pa. and N. Y., and in MC 10900, Sub. 1, as to specified 
commodities between points in O., Mich., W. Va., Pa. and N. Y. 

MC F-1671, Loyd Bond, Jackson, Miss., purchase, Green 
Truck Lines, Inc., embracing MC F-1717, Gordon’s Transports, 
Inc., purchase, Green Truck Lines, Inc., and MC F-1723, H. E. 
and M. W. West, purchase, Same. Authorizes purchase by 
Bond, dba Bond Motor Lines, Gordon’s Transports, Inc., of 
Memphis, Tenn., and H. E. and M. W. West, dba West Brothers 
Motor Express Co., Laurel, Miss., respectively, of certain por- 
tions of operating rights of Green Truck Lines, Inc. Applica- 
tion in MC F-1717, denied in part. 

MC 66562, Sub. 371, Railway Express Agency, Inc., ex- 
tension, embracing MC 8103, George Washington Hardin, com- 
mon carrier. Certificate granted in MC 66562, Sub. 371, on 
conditions, as to general commodities moving in express serv- 
ice between Barnsdall and Pershing, Okla., over Oklahoma 
highway 11 and an unnumbered highway, serving Tallant as 
an intermediate point, and applicant in MC 8103 found to have 
failed to establish his right to a permit or a certificate under 
the grandfather clauses. Both applicants sought the same 
authority, Hardin providing service under agreement with the 
express company. This service was instituted by reason of 
the Midland Valley Railway Co., having discontinued its pas- 
senger train service into Barnsdall on October 1, 1934. Hardin, 
according to the report, considered himself as an agent for 
the express company, testifying that any rights which might 
be granted should accrue to the express company. The Com- 
mission concluded that the express company was entitled to 
the authority, citing Railway Express Agency, Inc., Determina- 
tion of Status, 21 M. C. C. 161. 

*MC 75295, Sub. 2, East Coast Freight Lines, Richmond, 
Va, extension. Certificate granted. General commodities, with 
exceptions, to and from Richmond General Depot, Va., as an 
off-route point in connection with applicant’s presently author- 
ized regular route operations. 

MC 2752, Sub. No. 1, Emor Trucking Corporation, Troy, 
N.Y. Permit granted as to specified commodities between 
Troy and specified points in Pa.. N. J., Conn., Mass. and Vt., 
over irregular routes. 

_ MC 2825, Newton H. Benscheidt. Hutchinson, Kan. Per- 
mit granted for continuance of operation as to salt from Hutch- 
inson to points in Colo. and Okla., and as to canned goods from 
Nebraska City, Neb., to Hutchinson and Wichita, Kan., over 
irregular routes. 


MC 28263, Fred McMaken (successor in interest to J H. 
McMaken and Fred McMaken), Lincoln, Neb. Certificate 
granted for continuance of operation as to general commodities. 
with exceptions, between Plattsmouth and Omaha, Neb., and 
between Omaha and Phillipsburg, Kan., over regular routes, 
serving specified intermediate and off-route points. Division 5 
said that while applicants’ operations in the period from “some 
time in December. 1937,” to the early part of July, 1938, were 
greatly reduced, they endeavored to continue them and other- 
wise serve the public to the best of their ability. It added that 
We, therefore, do not view the infrequent operation which 
followed for a period of several months as fatal to applicants’ 
gtandfather’ rights.” 

_ MC 39414, Sub. No. 1, George H. Tyler. On reconsidera- 
lon, by division 5, finding in prior report, decided June 7, 
1941, reversed, and operation by applicant as contract carrier 
of petroleum products, in containers. from North Warren and 
Bradford. Pa., to points in New York on or north of U. S. 
Highway 6, over irregular routes, found consistent with public 
‘nterest and national transportation policy, and permit granted. 
‘ MC 75559. Charles John Smith, York, Pa. On reconsidera- 
‘on, by the Commission, findings in prior report, 29 M. C. C. 
é 6, modified. Certificate granted for continuance of opera- 
lon as to general commodities, with exceptions, over regular 
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routes, between Baltimore, Md., and Harrisburg, Pa., and be- 
tween York and Lancaster, Pa., serving specified intermediate 
and off-route points. The report showed that in the prior re- 
port the applicant was authorized to transport specified com- 
modities between Baltimore and York over U. S. Highway 
111. Commissioner Mahaffie, dissenting in part, joined by Com- 
missioner Miller, said the instant record contained no sub- 
7 proof of service to points north of York, Pa., after June 

*MC 81145, Sub. No. 1, Ralph Wright, Paris, Ill. Certifi- 
cate denied. Coal from Sullivan, Ind., and vicinity to points in 
Edgar county, Ill.; feed from points in IIl., to points in Clay, 
Greene, Vigo, Sullivan and Knox counties, Ind., and hominy 
feed from Paris, I1l., to points in Greene, Monroe, Gibson, Owen 
and Pike counties, Ind., over irregular routes. The report said 
applicant offered no evidence to show a need for the proposed 
operation, except his self-serving statements. 

*MC 100810, Sub. No. 1, Willard 1. Donohoe, Salisbury, Md. 
Certificate or permit denied. Petroleum products, in bulk, 
between specified points in Del., Md. and Va., over regular 
and irregular routes. 

MC F-1623, Carolina Coach Co. of Virginia, Raleigh, N. C.— 
Purchase—Richmond-Greyhound Lines, Inc., Richmond, Va., 
embracing MC F-1635, Virginia Stage Lines, Inc., Charlottes- 
ville, Va.—Purchase—Richmond-Greyhound Lines, Inc. Au- 
thority granted for purchase by Carolina Coach Co. of Virginia, 
for $10,000, of operating rights of vendor between Petersburg 
and Suffolk, Va., acquired by the vendor in Richmond-Grey- 
hound Lines, Inc.—Control—Peninsula Transit Corporation, 36 
M. C. C. 747. Authority denied as to proposed purchase by 
Virginia Stage Lines of operating rights of Richmond-Grey- 
hound between Richmond and Norfolk, Va., via Petersburg, 
Hopewell, Benns Church and Portsmouth, and between Benns 
Church and Suffolk. Division 4 said the offer of Carolina met 
the condition imposed in the Peninsula case cited, while the 
offer of Virginia Stage Lines did not meet the terms of the 
condition. 

*MC 16554, Sub. 1, Maurice Siegel, New Brunswick, N. J., 
extension. Certificate granted. Specified commodities in N. Y., 
N. J., and Pa. 


COMMISSION ORDERS 


No. 13535 et al., Consolidated Southwestern Cases. Order entered 
April 5, 1927, as since amended, further amended to permit the publi- 
cation, without reductions to or from other points, of rates of 51 cents 
from St. Louis, Mo., 77 cents from Bridgeville, Pa., 92 cents from 
Frankford (Philadelphia), Pa., 94 cents from Parlin, N. J., and 60 
cents from Terre Haute, Ind., to Pryor, Okla. (including Oklahoma 
Ordnance Works), a 100 pounds, on dibutyl phthalate, in tank cars, 
subject to rule 35 of the western classification but not less than 30.000 
pounds, such rates to be observed as maxima at directly intermediate 
points of origin and destination via routes over which the rates are 
established. 

MC 14449 Sub. No. 1, Peninsula Corporation, common carrier appli- 
cation (formerly MC 61169, John R. Mitchell and D. M. Furniss, com- 
mon carrier application). Matter reopened for further hearing at 
time and place to be fixed. 

MC 20314, John J. Casale, Inc. Matter reopened for further hearing 
at time and place to be fixed. Recommended order which became or- 
der of Commission effective November 13, 1941, vacated and set aside. 

MC F-1506, Kellogg Express and Draying Co., control, Napa Trans- 
portation Co. Applicants’ petition requesting extension of time within 
which to exercise authority granted by report and order of November 
5, 1941, granted, and time within which said authority shall be exercised 
extended to August 1. 

No. 28235, Port Commission of the City of Beaumont, Texas, et al. 
vs. Abilene & Southern et al. Effective date of order of February 28 
postponed to August 3. 

No, 28259, Nueces County Navigation District No. 1 vs. Abilene & 
Southern et al. Effective date of order of February 28 postponed ‘to 
August 3. 

MC 75628 Sub. No. 2, Chief Refrigerator Truck Lines, Inc., exten- 
sion of operations. Matter reopened for reconsideration on the present 
record. 

Finance 13557, Oregon Short Line abandonment. Request of the 
Public Utilities Commission of Idaho for further hearing denied. 

MC C-253, Southern Motor Carriers Rate Conference vs. 
Armstrong and P. L. Everett, dba A. & E. Truck Line, et al. 
plaint dismissed. 

No. 25419, Fairbanks-Morse & Co. et al. vs. Alton & Southern et al. 
(embracing other proceedings, except Nos. 28069 and 28134, listed in 
Appendix A to report of Commission made and filed March 3). Order 
of March 3 modified to become effective July 3 on not less than 30 
days’ notice instead of June 3. 

MC 63899, MC 63900 and Sub. 1, in the matter of the holding by 
Erwin E. Falbe, dba Cornell Transfer, Cornell, Wis., of a permit in 
MC 63899, and of a certificate in MC 63900 and Sub. No. 1, in accord- 
ance with the provisions of section 210 of the Interstate Commerce 
Act. Proceeding referred to Examiner T. K. Carpenter, for hearing 
on the 22nd day of June at 9:30 a. m., at Hotel Nicollet, Minne- 
apolis, Minn., and for recommendation of an appropriate order accom- 
panied by reasons therefor, unless parties to proceeding agree to 
omission of such a recommended order, on question of whether hold- 
ing at the same time by Erwin E. Falbe, of certificate and permit will 
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be consistent with the public interest and the national transportation 
policy. Proceedings reopened for sole purpose of determining issues 
noted above in accordance with provisions of section 210 of the Act. 

MC F-1061, Sterling Express, Inc., purchase, C. & H. Motor Ex- 
press, Inc.; MC F-1252, R. S. Transportation Corporation, purchase, 
Same; MC F-1291, Sterling Express, Inc., purchase, Same; and MC 
F-12982, Same, purchase, R. S. Transportation Corporation. Time with- 
in which compliance with order of October 1, 1941, shall be effectec 
by R. S. Transportation Corporation, C. & H. Motor Express, Inc.. 
Nathan Slome and Jack D. Slackman, further extended to June 30. 

Finance 13561, Burlingtcn-Rock Island abandonment. Petition of 
Joe T. Steadham, Chairman of Joint Legislative Board of Transpor- 
tation Brotherhoods, for reconsideration denied. 

MC 46599, John W. Healzer, common carrier application. 
for reconsideration. Order of November 14, 1941, vacated. 

MC 38551, Ramus Trucking Line, Inc., common carrier application; 
MC 38551 Sub. No. 1, Same, extension, Ohio. Denial order of January 
26 further modified to become effective June 15. Referred to division 5 
for such further proceedings as may be found appropriate. 

MC 668 Sub. No. 25, Inter-City Transportation Co., Inc., extension, 
New York City and New Jersey points. Matter reopened for further 
proceedings. Matter referred to Examiner Henry A. Cockrum for appro- 
priate proceedings and for recommendation of an appropriate order 
on further consideration accompanied by reasons therefor. 

MC 1651 Sub. No. 10, Railway Express Agency, Inc., of California, 
extension, Tulare, Porterville. Matter reopened for further proceed- 
ings. Matter referred to Examiner Harold L. Seaman for appropriate 
procedings and for recommendation of an appropriate order on further 
consideration accompanied by reasons therefor. 

No. 28278, Barre Forwarding Co. vs. Montpelier & Wells River et al. 
Petition of complainant for reconsideration or further hearing dis- 
missed. 


Reopened 


FINANCE APPLICATIONS 


Finance No. 13732. Boston & Maine asks authority to abandon that 
portion of its former Milford branch approximately 1.5 miles between 
the present southerly end thereof and a point thereon approximately 
one-half mile south of its Milford station, in Milford, N. H., on the 
ground that no service is necessary and abandonment will make the 
steel and other track material available for other uses. 

Finance No. 13733. Boston & Maine asks authority to abandon 
that portion of its line in Hillsborough County, N. H., extending ap- 
proximately 2.2 miles from its freight yard in Nashua to Hudson, 
because ‘‘service on this line is no longer necessary.’’ 

MC F-1849. Connecticut Motor Lines, Inc., New Haven, Conn., asks 
authority to purchase the rights of the Intra-State Transfer Corpora- 
tion, of New Haven, Conn., in the process of dissolution, and tempo- 
rarily to operate. 

Finance No. 13729. Erie Railroad Co. asks authority to acquire 
control, by purchase of 300 shares of stock of the Paterson & Hudson 
River Railroad Co. The road’s properties are located in New Jersey 
and are being operated by the Erie. The purchase price is $54 a share. 
Ultimately, according to the application, applicant proposed to pur- 
chase all the issued and outstanding stock of the Paterson & Hudson 
River amounting to 12,600 shares of $50 par value each, of which 6,295 
shares is owned by the Southern Tier Development Co., a wholly-owned 
subsidiary of the Erie, and thus place itself in a position to purchase 
the property of the Paterson & Hudson River. 

Finance No. 13730. Jones & Laughlin Steel Corporation asks au- 
thority to acquire control of the Cuyahoga Valley Railway Co., situ- 
ated wholly in Ohio, through ownership of its stock. Applicant, ac- 
cording to the application, has entered into a contract to purchase all 
the assets and good will of the Ctis Steel Co., in consideration of the 
delivery by Jones & Laughlin Steel Corporation to the Otis Steel Co. 
of 34,293 shares of preferred stock, series A, 34,293 shares of pre- 
ferred stock, series B, 366,306 shares of common stock of Jones & 
Laughlin and $916,536 in cash. Included among the assets is the capital 
stock of the Cuyahoga Valley. It is the purpose of the Otis Steel Co., 
according to the application, to dissolve and wind up its affairs as soon 
as it may be practicable after consummation of the contemplated sale 
of the latter’s assets and stock. The transaction between applicant and 
the Otis Steel Co., present owner of the stock of the Cuyahoga Valley, 
the application says, will have the effect, so far as Cuyahoga Valley is 
concerned, of substituting Jones & Laughlin for the Otis Steel Co., as 
owner of the stock of the railway, withdut interruption of change in 
its operation, management, and general conduct of its transportation 
service. Otherwise, it adds, such stock would be subject to forced sale 
or distribution on liquidation of the Otis Steel Co., with consequent 
disruption and uncertainty of future management and operation of the 
railroad properties. 

MC F-1847. Lincoln Transit Co., Inc., Clifton, N. J., asks authority 
to purchase operating rights of Atlantic Coast Lines, Inc., Clifton. 

MC F-1848. Short Way Lines, Inc., Toledo, O., asks authority to 
purchase operating rights and properties of Blue Bird Coach Lines, 
Inc., Chicago, IIl. 

Finance No. 13727. Russell Towboat & Moorage Co., Portland, Ore., 
a water carrier operating on the Columbia River and its navigable 
tributaries, asks authority to purchase for $11,000, one tugboat, one 
floating machine shop, rights and interest of Luke Nichols Co., which 
also operates on the Columbia River and its navigable tributaries. 

MC F-1845. J. H. Rose, Jr., dba J. H. Rose Truck Line, Houston, 
Tex., asks authority to purchase motor carrier rights and properties 
of C. E. Musslewhite, dba C. E. Musslewhite Hauling Contractor, Hous- 
ton, and temporarily to operate. 

MC F-1846. Middlesex Transportation Co., New Brunswick, N. J., 
and York-Buffalo Motor Express, Inc., New Cumberland, Pa., jointly 
ask approval of a contract under which the former will operate and 
manage in an executive and administrative capacity the properties and 
business of the latter for one year, with option to purchase from Albert 
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Hoffenberg the capital stock of that company provided that the option 
is exercised within one year. Temporary authority, 180 days, for 
Middlesex to manage, control and direct the operations of York-Buffalo 
Motor Express, Inc., is also requested, 

Finance No. 13721. Seaboard-All Florida Railway, Legh R. Powel] 
Jr., and Henry W. Anderson, its receivers, Naples, Seaboard & Gulf 
Railway Co., and Legh R. Powell, Jr., and Henry W. Anderson, re. 
ceivers of Seaboard Air Line Railway Co., jointly ask authority to 
abandon that portion of the LaBelle branch of the S-AF extending 
from Alva to LaBelle, Fla., 12.09 miles, and the Naples branch exteng. 
ing from Punta Rassa Junction, Fla., to Naples, Fla., approximately 
27.49 miles, consisting of 6.84 miles of the S-AF and 20.65 miles of the 
Naples company. Abandonment of operation is also sought. Accord- 
ing to the application, the Seaboard system suffered a net out-of. 
pocket loss from operation of the two branches in 1940 and it is estj- 
mated that 1941 operation also resulted in a loss. It said there was 
no reasonable prospect that the two branches could ever be operated 
profitably, nor any substantial need for the transportation service pro- 
vided by them. 

Finance No. 13722. Texas & New Orleans Railroad Co. asks av- 
thority to abandon its branch line extending 24.43 miles from Glidden 
to La Grange, Tex., and 1.59 miles of other tracks, leaving intact ap- 
proximately one-half mile of trackage at Glidden. Abandonment is 
asked on the ground that the line has ceased to be profitable, the 
territory being adequately served by other lines and means of trans- 
portation, 

Finance No. 13724. Norfolk & Western Railway Co., asks authority 
to abandon that portion of its Catawba branch line extending 5 miles 
from Hanging Rock to Catawba Sanatorium Station, Va., because of 
insufficient traffic. Applicant proposes to salvage the material in the 
tracks and dispose of the right of way. 

MC F-1850. Southwestern Greyhound Lines, Inc., dba Greyhound 
Lines, Fort Worth, Tex., asks authority to purchase bus operating 
rights between Lexington and Rocheport, Mo., of Sedalia-Marshall- 
Boonville Stage Lines, Inc., Sedalia, Mo. 

Finance No. 13731. New York Central asks authority to abandon 
its line extending 8.5 miles between Poland, N. Y., and Prospect Junc- 
tion, N. Y., on the ground there has been no operation for several years 
and there is little or no prospect of a resumption of service. 


PETITIONS FOR REHEARING, ETC. 


MC F-1816, Joseph Pomprowitz, dba L. C. L. Transit Co., purchase, 
Marty E. Walsh. Illinois Minnesota Motor Carriers Conference asks 
vacation of order granting temporary authority and setting of matter 
for formal hearing. 

Ex Parte MC 20, trunk line territory motor carrier rates. Ina 
second petition, Continental Transportation Lines, Inc., asks reopening, 
reconsideration and modification of order in connection with soap, 
N. O. I. in National Motor Freight Classification, liquid or other than 
liquid; soap powders; and cleaning, scouring, or washing compounds, 
N. O. I. in National Motor Freight Classification. 

No. 13535 et al., Consolidated Southwestern Cases. Southwestern 
lines defendants ask relief under finding 27 to permit publication in 
S. W. L. Tariff 3-A, I. C. C. 3470 of rate of 12 cents a 100 pounds (sub- 
ject to Ex Parte 148 increase) on calcium carbide sludge, carloads, 
minimum weight 60,000 pounds, from Oklahoma City, Okla., to Baxter 
Springs, Kan. Proposed rate is to expire with December 31, and the 
expiration date not to be subject to any general record extending 
expiration dates. 

MC F-1018, Safeway Trails, Inc., merger, Eastern Trails, Inc. 
Eastern Trails, Inc., asks Commission to postpone effective date of its 
vacating order of April 2, for a peridd of at least sixty days from the 
effective date thereof, namely, from May 2 to permit of reasonable 
opportunity to accomplish the merger approved by the Commission; 
that if within a reasonable time it appears that ojection to the merger 
be made by Safeway Trails, Inc., or its management, the case be set 
down for hearing at which Eastern Trails, Inc., will have full oppor- 
tunity to be heard; that Commission investigate in this proceeding or on 
its own motion under section 5(7) of Interstate Commerce Act and 
determine whether S. A. Jessup and Claude A. Jessup are so related 
and connected with and take such part in the management of Safeway 
Trails, Inc., and Virginia Stage Lines, Inc., without prior approval of 
the Commission as to constitute a violation of section 5(4) of the act 
and improperly to interfere with the performance of the merger con- 
tract authorized by Commission in this proceeding; and that the Com- 
mission reconsider and set aside its order of April 2. 

MC F-1829, T. E. Mercer Teaming & Trucking Contractor, pur 
chase, Merchants Transfer and Storage Co. T. E. Mercer and C. E 
Mercer, dba T. E. Mercer Teaming & Trucking Contractor, asks alr 
thority temporarily to operate motor carrier properties of Orville 
Downer, dba Merchants Transfer and Storage Co. 

W-607, application of Michigan Atlantic Corporation for certificate. 
Rail carriers in official classification territory ask Commission to re 
consider the findings of division 4. 

No. 28592, E. L. Foote et al. vs. Cedar Rapids & Iowa City et al. 
Defendants ask reargument and reconsideration. 

No, 13535 et al., Consolidated Southwestern Cases. Southwestem 
lines, defendants, ask relief under finding 27 to permit publication 
of rate of 33 cents a 100 pounds on light soda ash in bulk or in pack- 
ages, weight not less than 100 pounds each, carloads, minimum weight 
80,000 pounds, except on shipments in covered hopper cars loaded to 
full cubical or visible capacity, actual weight not less than 63,000 
pounds will apply, from Baton Rouge, North Baton Rouge and Lake 
Charles, La., also Corpus Christi, Tex., to Dallas, Tex., as a portion 
of the revision in rates covered by their petition dated February 14. 

Ex Parte MC 20, trunk line territory motor carrier rates. Intel 
boro Trucking Co., Inc., asks modification of order of August 14, 1940. 

No. 28644, W. J. Foye, dba Foye Lumber Co. vs. A. T. & S. F. et al. 
Complainant asks reopening and reconsideration. 
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Suspended Tariffs 


(Designation of a tariff below does not mean that all schedules 
in it have been suspended. Suspension orders contain many sched- 
ules not reproduced here. Details of such orders are published in 
The Daily Traffic World and Bulletin and The Traffic Bulletin.) 


In I. and S. M-2006, the Commission has suspended from 
May 4, until December 4 the operation in part of Schedule 
MF-I. C. C. No. 9 of Neal Stonehill, dba Stonehill Express 
Co., Cleveland, O. The suspended schedules propose to estab- 
lish the following rules applicable at points in the states of 
Illinois, Iowa, Nebraska and Ohio: 


When one or more shipments are required to be stopped in transit 
for delivery at intermediate points, each shipment will be assessed at 
the rate applicable to the final destination point. 

When two or more shipments are required to be delivered to two 
or more consignees at different addresses at final destination, the largest 
or heaviest weighted shipment will be delivered without additional 
charge to the through rate. All additional shipments included in the 
movement will be assessed at the rate of 5c per cwt. in addition to the 
line haul rate otherwise provided in this schedule. 


In I. and S. M-2007, the Commission has suspended from 
May 4 until December 4 the operation of certain schedules as 
published in supplement No. 5 to tariff MF-I. C. C. No. 81 
of Agent Earle C. Doebener, Hartford, Conn. The suspended 
schedules propose to establish rules, regulations and increased 
charges for special equipment and extra labor for handling 
shipments of unusual bulk, weight or dimensions, applicable at 
points in New England territory, including eastern New York 
and northern New Jersey points. 

In I. and S. M-2008, the Commission has suspended from 
May 5 until December 5, the operation of certain schedules as 
published in tariff MF-I. C. C. No. 4 of Bernard L. McCue, dba 
McCue Transfer, Grand Island, Neb. The suspended schedules 
proposed to establish new commodity rates on salt, minimum 
20,000 pounds, from Lyons, Kan., to some 1900 points in north- 
ern Missouri, Minnesota, North Dakota, and South Dakota; also 
rules governing the application of rates to unnamed inter- 
mediate points, and the services of sacking bulk salt before 
delivery, split delivery, and stopping in transit to load or unload. 

The Commission, in I. and S. M-2009, Canned Foods, Fre- 
mont, Mich., to Illinois, Indiana and Ohio Points, has suspended 
from May 6 until December 6, the operation of schedules pub- 
lished in supplement No. 5 to tariff MF-I. C. C. No. 3 of the 
Gilliland Transfer Co., of Fremont, proposing to establish in- 
creased commodity rates on canned foods, minimum 20,000 
pounds, from Fremont to Chicago, Ill., and 26 points in Indiana 
and Ohio. Suspension of the increases was asked by the Office 
of Price Administration on the ground that they were unjusti- 
fied and would result in unreasonably high rates, exceeding 
the rail rates. Illustrative increases proposed were from 25 
to 29 cents to Chicago, 42 to 48 cents to Evansville, and 33 to 37 
cents to Akron. 


COAL TO WISCONSIN POINTS 

Several coal companies, three coal traffic bureaus and a 
coal trade association, complainants and interveners in No. 
25419, Fairbanks-Morse & Co. et al. vs. Alton & Southern et 
al,, and related cases (see Traffic World, March 14, p. 682), 
have joined in a reply to a petition of the defendant carriers 
for postponement for a period of 60 days of the effective date 
. _ (canmlansion's order in these proceedings. That date 

une 3. 

“Tf the petition of the defendants is granted and the es- 
tablishment of the reduced rates prescribed by the Commission 
‘o the three Wisconsin destinations involved in these proceed- 
Ings ls postponed from June 3 to August 3 or later,” said the 
teply brief, “the effort of the government and of all the other 
agencies named”—the Commission’s Bureau of Service, the 
Office of Defense Transportation, the bituminous coal division 
of the Interior Department, and the War Production Board— 
to induce the retailers and consumers of coal at such desti- 
nations to buy and move their coal during the spring and 
summer months will be frustrated, because obviously, such 
retailers and consumers will delay the purchase and movement 
of any coal which they might obtain from such mines until after 
- rate — which have been prescribed become effec- 

e next fas 


VIRGINIAN COAL RATE PROTESTED 
The Logan Coal Operators’ Association, listing 31 mining 
Kpanies in the Logan, W. Va., field as its members, the 
anawha Coal Operators’ Association, with a membership of 
mining companies in the Kanawha, W. Va., field, and the 


Chesapeake & Ohio Railway Co. have filed petitions with the 


ommission, asking for suspension of schedules filed by the 
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Virginian Railway to become effective May 9, naming rates on 
bituminous coal, carloads, from Coal Mountain, W. Va., to all 
eastern destinations. 

The Kanawha field operators’ protest said that if the pro- 
posed rates were permitted to become effective, these operators 
would be unlawfully and unduly prejudiced and the mine at 
Coal Mountain unduly and unlawfully preferred, their conten- 
tion being that, “producing the same character of coal and 
seeking the same markets, under intense competitive conditions, 
the mine at Coal Mountain will have lower freight rates to all 
eastern destinations.” Substantially the same contention was 
presented in the Logan operators’ petition. The Chesapeake & 
Ohio petition averred that the Virginian was now attempting to 
“give further effect to its program of unduly and unreasonably 
extending its low volatile origin rate grouping by proposing to 
include in this group Coal Mountain, W. Va., an origin on its 
Cub Creek branch within the high volatile coal producing area, 
where another high volatile mine has been opened.” Under the 
Virginian’s proposal, it said, the producer of high volatile coal 
at Coal Mountain would enjoy a rate advantage ranging from 
10 cents a net ton to 25 cents a gross ton under its competitors 
producing the same character of coal along Elk Creek, “just a 
few miles distant,” and under its other competitors located 
“elsewhere in the Kanawha district served by your petitioner.” 

In an answer to the petitions for suspension, the Virginian 
said, among other things, that generally the rate groups estab- 
lished by the more important railroad serving the eastbound 
bituminous coal region had distinguished as between low vola- 
tile and high volatile coal, but that this was only a general 
practice and had often been departed from. 


Labor Strike and Motor Service 


“A common carrier is not held liable for failure to trans- 
port when its inability to furnish service is caused by labor 
controversy or strike over which it has no control or labor 
controversy or strike involving its own employes in instances 
where it is unable to secure other employes for the purpose of 
continuing the service.” 

Thus, declares a brief on behalf of the Santa Fe Trail 
Transportation Co., asking dismissal of the complaint in MC 
M-306, Montgomery Ward & Co., Inc, vs. Santa Fe Trail 
Transportation Co., brought against the latter company, a 
motor carrier, for failure to pick up less-carload freight at the 
complainant’s warehouse in the period July 1, 1941, to January 
29, 1942. The motor carrier refused to pick up the freight by 
reason of a picket line formed around the complainant’s plant. 
The picket line was placed by Local Union No. 41 in protest of 
action taken by the complainant in terminating its contract with 
Israel Transfer Co., for the hauling of mail, and the entering 
into a similar arrangement with the Railway Express Agency. 
Santa Fe Trail and other motor carriers serving Kansas City, 
Mo., according to the brief, agreed in substance that they 
would not “request or instruct any employe to go through a 
picket line of a striking union.” After removal of the picket 
line and restoration of transportation service, Santa Fe Trail 
asked dismissal of the complaint. The complainant also asked 
dismissal. Motion for dismissal was overruled and the matter 
was set down for hearing May 5 at Kansas City, Mo. 

Santa Fe Trail, in its brief, contends that the complaint 
should be dismissed because the issue respecting future service 
is moot and because the Commission lacks jurisdiction to award 
damages, also because complainant “has an absolute and un- 
qualified right to withdraw the complaint.” In any event, Santa 
Fe Trail says, it should be dismissed because ‘complainant has 
utterly failed to establish that the inability of the defendant to 
pick up 1. c. 1. freight at its warehouse during the period July 
1, 1941, to January 29, 1942, constituted a violation of any of 
the provisions of the interstate commerce act.” 

“The Commission has held that interruption of motor car- 
rier service due to labor controversies may be beyond the con- 
trol of motor carriers within the contemplation of section 
206 (a) of part II of the interstate commerce act,” says the 
brief. “It should similarly recognize that interruption of motor 
carrier service due to.labor controversies may be beyond the 
control of motor carriers under the provisions of section 204 
(a) (1) of the act. The interruption of service under considera- 
tion herein was beyond the control of defendant.” 

In the absence of Congressional action, Santa Fe Trail 
submitted that “it may not rightfully be held guilty of violat- 
ing the law in agreeing to refrain from the adoption of meas- 
ures which would constitute resistance to the lawful activities 
of workers in combining for their mutual aid or protection.” 


MOTOR FINANCE CASES 


MC F-1832, Lancaster & New York Motor Freight Service, Inc., 
lease—Laura Scheck. Application for authority under section 210a(b) 
of Lancaster & New York Motor Freight Service, Inc., of Lancaster, 
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Pa., for temporary operation of motor-carrier rights of Laura Scheck, 
doing business as Beach Transportation Company of New York, N. Y., 
granted May 4, 1942, subject to conditions. 

MC F-1822, The Reinhardt Transfer Company, purchase—Ray Ly- 


kins. Application for authority under section 210a(b) of The Rein- 
hardt Transfer Company of Portsmouth, Ohio, for temporary operation 
of motor-carrier rights of Ray Lykins, doing business as Lykins Trans- 


portation Company of Maysville, Ky., denied April 2, 1942. 

MC F-1617, The Mason and Dixon Lines, Incorporated, purchase— 
Cumberland Freight Lines, Inc. Purchase by The Mason and Dixon 
Lines, Incorporated, of Kingsport, Tenn., of operating rights and prop- 
erty of Cumberland Freight Lines, Inc., of Nashville, Tenn., approved 
and authorized, subject to condition. 

MC F-1700, John Ruan, purchase—Central Freightways, Inc. Pur- 
chase by John Ruan, doing business as Ruan Motor Freight Co., of 
Des Moines, Ia., of operating rights of Central Freightways, Inc., also 
of Des Moines, approved and authorized, subject to condition. 

MC F-1018, Safeway Trails, Inc., merger—Eastern Trails, Inc. Or- 
der entered April 2, 1942, vacating and setting aside order of August 
12, 1940, modified by extending the effective date thereof to July 1, 
1942, 

MC F-1686, Century System, Inc., purchase—Mid-West Motor 
Freight Company, Inc. Application of Century System, Inc., of Chi- 
cago, Ill., for authority to purchase operating rights of Mid-West 
Motor Freight Company, Inc., of Detroit, Mich., denied. 

MC F-1833, Central Truck Lines, Inc., purchase—Ernest A. Green 
et al. Application for authority under section 210a(b) of Central 
Truck Lines, Inc., of Tampa, Fla., for temporary operation of motor- 
carrier rights and property of Ernest A. Green, Ivan Green and A. H. 
Smith, doing business as Green Bros. Truck Lines, of Clearwater, 
Fla., granted May 4, 1942, subject to conditions. 

MC F-1636, Yellow Cab Transit Co., purchase, Kansas City-Illinois 
Express, Inc. Petition of Byers Transportation Company, Inc., of Kan- 
sas City, Mo., to vacate order of March 25, 1942, in which Division 4 
granted temporary authority under section 210a(b) to Yellow Cab 
Transit Co., of Oklahoma City, Okla., to lease rights of Kansas City- 
Illinois Express, Ine., of Kansas City, Mo., denied by the entire Com- 
mission on May 4, 1942. 





UNCONTESTED FINANCE CASES 
Report and order in F. D. No. 13694, Erie & Michigan Railway & 
Navigation Co., stock, granting authority to issue not exceeding $92,705 
of common capital stock, consisting of 9,270% shares of the par value 
of $10 each, in exchange for an equal amount of existing common stock, 
consisting of 927.05 shares of the par value of $100 each, on the basis 


of 10 shares of the new stock for one share of the existing stock. Ap- 
proved. 


RAIL STATION FREIGHT STORAGE 

Montgomery Ward & Co., of Chicago, Ili., in a telegram to 
the Commission has asked for suspension of item 810-A of rule 
3 (a) (1) of supplement 11 to B. T. Jones’ tariff I. C. C. No. 
3983, filed to become effective May 10, restricting free stor- 
age time allowed from five days to two days. The protest said 
that thereby storage charges were increased and that “our in- 
terests are adversely affected without proper justification in 
that many thousands of our rural mail order customers served 
by many thousands of small railroad agency stations will be 
unnecessarily required to pay storage on their freight ship- 
ments.” It said that it had been the established custom for 
many years to allow such customers five days to pick up their 
shipments free of storage charges. 


Textile Products Rates Increases 


Association of manufacturers of textile products in the 
south have asked the Commission to suspend “drastic” increases 
in motor carrier rates on “practically every description of 
manufactured textile product” from southern mill points to 
eastern port cities proposed in tariffs of the Southern Motor 
Carriers Rate Conference and Agent R. S. Cooper, dated to 
become effective May 15. 

The increases, according to the request for suspension, arc 
approximately 4 to 6 times as great as the general increases 
published effective March 18 in Ex Parte 148, and are prima 
facie unreasonable. 

Had not the competitive routes in connection with steam- 
ship lines been diverted by governmental authority to more 
essential public welfare purposes, it declares, the motor lines 
would not have published such increases. 

Part I of the interstate commerce act, said the petition, 
prohibited rail carriers from increasing rates based on the 
elimination of water competition. While no such prohibition 
was specifically set out in part II of the act relating to motor 
carriers, it said, the proper interpretation of the act was that 
in view of the national transportation policy specified therein 
for the recognition and preservation of the inherent advantages 
of each form of transportation. the elimination of competitive 
transportation conditions should not be considered as justifica- 
tion for increasing the rate via motor carriers. Otherwise, it 
added, the carriers through various devices, such as merger or 
destructive rate cutting practices, could drive a competitor out 
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of business and then increase the rates when a monopoly had 
been obtained. 

“In docket MC F-1612, Associated Transport, Inc., notwith- 
standing objections by the anti-trust division of the Department 
of Justice, a merger of the principal and most prosperous truck 
lines operating between the south and the east was approved,’ 
says the petition. “The ink was hardly dry on the report in 
that case before the increased rates were published. If these 
increased rates become effective, the anti-trust division may 
desire to consider the extent to which the elimination of com- 
petition by reason of the merger of the truck lines and the 
diversion of competing steamship lines through governmenta]! 
authority to the war effort influenced such publication of in- 
creased rates and the imposition of drastic and unreasonable 
transportation charges upon the shipping and consuming pub- 
lic and barriers against the movement of interstate commerce.” 

The petition said that at least 50 per cent of the total tex- 
tile production was required to be confined to defense orders, 
The drastic increases proposed, it said, “would add materially 
to the cost of goods used in the production of essential war 
materials which extra cost must come out of the pockets o! 
the manufacturers, consumers or taxpayers.” 


Monon Reorganization 


Examiners M. H. Brinkley and Harvey Wilkinson con- 
ducted hearings May 5 and 6, in Washington, in Finance No. 
10294, Chicago, Indianapolis & Louisville Railway Co. Reorgan- 
ization, to receive evidence on modified plans of reorganiza- 
tion for that railroad, one submitted by the refunding mortgage 
committee, another by the junior mortgage bondholders. The 
Commission, in a report issued June 14, 1939, had rejected 
the reorganization plan originally proposed. 

Under the modified plan submitted by the refunding mort- 
gage committee, common stock of the company would be placed 
in escrow and an effort would be made to sell 51 per cent of 
that stock to a railroad or railroads. It was pointed out that 
such sale might be made to the Louisville & Nashville and/or 
the Southern, which lines jointly held the controlling interest 
in the debtor railroad. The modified plan, it was stated, con- 
templated the establishment of a traffic agreement with the 
railroads purchasing the 51 per cent of common stock. Counsel 
for the Louisville & Nashville and the Southern indicated at 
the hearing that the modified plan did not appeal to them. 

The plan offered by the junior mortgage bondholders called 
for issuance of common and “class A” stock, the latter of a 
status comparable to that of preferred stock, and for the sale 
of 51 per cent of each of those classes to railroads. 

C. M. Self, chief operating officer of the Monon, testified 
that much of the present equipment of the railroad would 
soon have to be replaced, and that about 2,500 cars would have 
to be retired, some in a year or two, the others within the 
next five or six years. The debtor railroad’s tentative equip- 
ment acquisition program called for an expenditure of about 
$12,000,000, he said. In view of his statements, proponents of 
the junior mortgage bondholders’ plan said they would need 
time for revision of their plan in certain respects. To provide 
time for study of the equipment needs of the railroad and the 
financial requirements incident thereto, a recess until July 7 
was declared at the close of the second day of the hearings. 


LABOR AND ABANDONMENTS 


The Order of Railroad Telegraphers, Division No. 61, rep- 
resenting railroad employes in station, telegraph and tower 
service, and affiliated with the Railway Labor Executives’ Asso- 
ciation, has asked the Commission to grant rehearings in the 
following cases involving abandonment of rail trackage: 

Finance No. 13202, application of the Oil Fields & Santa 
Fe Railway Co., and the Atchison, Topeka & Santa Fe Railway 
Co., for authority to abandon certain trackage in the vicinity 
of Oilton, Creek county, Okla. 

Finance No. 13203, application of the Gulf, Colorado & 
Santa Fe Railway Co. for authority to discontinue the operation 
of a line of railroad known as “Port Bolivar” district, approx!- 
mately 30.6 miles. 

Finance No. 13343, application of the Oklahoma Central 
Railroad Co. and the Atchison, Topeka & Santa Fe Railway 
Co. for authority to abandon, by the Oklahoma Central and dis- 
continuance of operation by the Santa Fe, of a line of railroad 
in McClain and Grady counties, Okla., known as the Chickasha 
district, approximately 41.21 miles. ; 

The hearings are asked to permit the petitioner to present 
evidence that terms and conditions concerning employe protec- 
tion should be attached in these cases. The abandonments, It 
said, were opposed by railroad labor organizations because they 
would result in the displacement of certain employes. 
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Proposed Reports in I. C. C. Cases 


Railroad, Water, and Motor Transport 





Motor Routing Case 


“During the present emergency particularly, transporta- 
tion facilities must be used to maximum capacity and a unifica- 
tion, as here proposed, which would encourage circuitous rout- 
ing and wasteful transportation should not be approved,” says 
Examiner Vernon T. Baker of the section of finance of the 
Commission’s Bureau of Motor Carriers in a report in MC 
F-1699, Abram Jerome Novick, Purchase, Fischetto Trucking 
Co., Inc., recommending denial of the application of the former, 
doing business as Novick Transfer Co., of Winchester, Va., 
for authority to purchase operating rights of the latter, of 
Hoboken, N. J. 

Novick holds common carrier rights to transport general 
commodities over regular routes radiating from Winchester 
to Roanoke, Va., Altoona, Pa., and New York, N. Y., while 
Fischetto has common carrier authority to transport general 
commodities, with exceptions, between New York City, on the 
one hand, and points in New Jersey north of the southern 
boundaries of Mercer and Monmouth counties, on the other. 


Dealing with the question as to whether the proposed pur- 
chase would be consistent with the public interest, Examiner 
Baker said the operations of the Novick and Fischetto, respec- 
tively, were of an entirely different character; the former ren- 
dering a short-haul. irregular route service, and the latter, in 
the considered territory, rendering a long-haul, regular route 
service. It was apparent, he said, that Novick did not desire 
to effectuate the purchase in order to continue operations as 
heretoiore performed by Fischetto, but rather to use the au- 
thority as an adjunct to its other operations, to enable it to 
render single-line service to the New Jersey points involved, 
without interchange with other carriers. As traffic moving be- 
tween points now served by Novick and points in the considered 
New Jersey territoy would have to move via New York Citv 
to the extent the rights were so utilized, with the possible 
exception of places in the immediate vicinity of New York, the 
resulting transportation service would be wasteful and un- 
economical. If carriers presently serving the points involved 
over direct routes were not rendering adequate service, Novick 
should have no difficulty in obtaining authority, in an appro- 
priate proceeding, for rendition of such service by him, said 
the examiner. The Commission should find, he added, that 
the proposed purchase had not been shown to be consistent 
with the public interest. 


Coal, Til. and Ky. to Chicago 


In a report in No. 28629, Commonwealth of Kentucky et 
al. vs. Illinois Central et al., embracing No. 28689, Illinois 
Coal Traffic Bureau et al. vs. Ahnapee & Western et al., Ex- 
aminer Burton Fuller has recommended that the Commission 
find allegations of undue prejudice and preference as between 
western Kentucky and southern Illinois in connection with the 
rates therefrom on bituminous coal to Chicago and the north- 
west not sustained, but the rate on that traffic, assailed in No. 
28629, from western Kentucky to Chicago and intermediate 
points taking the same rates unreasonable to the extent it ex- 
ceeds, or may exceed, $2.30 a net ton, plus increases authorized 
in Ex Parte 148. He proposed dismissal of the complaint in 
No. 28689. 

Complainants in No. 28629, the Commonwealth of Kentucky 
and the Railroad Commission of Kentucky, alleged that the 
tate on bituminous coal from origins in the western Kentucky 
group to Chicago and intermediate Illinois and Indiana desti- 
nations was unreasonable and unduly prejudicial to producers 
In the western Kentucky group and unduly preferential of pro- 

ucers in the southern Illinois group. The complainant in No. 
28689, an association of producers in the southern Illinois 
sroup, alleged that the rates on the same traffic from origins 
in the southern Illinois group to destinations in the northwest, 
namely, North Dakota, South Dakota, Minnesota, Nebraska, 
lowa, Wisconsin and northern Illinois (that portion of Illinois 
°n and north of a line extending through Quincy, Springfield, 
€catur and Danville), were unduly prejudicial to its mem- 
‘rs, and that the rates on that traffic from origins in the 
Western Kentucky group to the same destinations were unduly 
preferential of producers in that group. Prescription of rates 


for the future and removal of the alleged undue prejudice and 
preference were sought. 

Western Kentucky, the report pointed out, took a uniform 
differential of 35 cents over the base group, southern Illinois, 
on the traffic in question, having been established October 20, 
1927, pursuant to Illinois-Indiana Coal Cases, 128 I. C. C. 265, 
and approved in West Kentucky Coal Bureau vs. Illinois Cen- 
tral, 172 I. C. C. 279. Kentucky interests, the report said, 
contended that the 35-cent differential should be restored to 
25 cents, which was established September 18, 1919, pursuant 
to Ohio Valley Coal Operators’ Association vs. Illinois Central, 
53 I. C. C. 148, particularly to the Chicago district, except the 
Green River Mine, which intervened in support of the com- 
piaint in No. 28629, and contended that it should be further 
reduced to 16.62 cents to the northwest as well as to Chicago. 
Illinois interests contended that the differential should be in- 
creased from 35 cents to 50 cents to the entire destination ter- 
ritory. 

The present plea of the Kentucky interest, the report said, 
was based principally on (1) comparisons with other rates and 
differentials; (2} production and shipment figures up to and 
including the year 1940; (3) reduction in western Kentucky’s 
cost differential due principally to the wage differential es- 
tablished October 2, 1933, under the N. R. A. code and con- 
tinued in effect ever since; (4) the contention that the dif- 
ferences in transportation conditions were greatly exaggerated 
in the prior reports, and (5) the difference between the Chi- 
cago and northwest situation. The plea of the Illinois in- 
terests, it said, was based principally on (1) production and 
shipment figures up to and including 1941; (2) loss of business 
te western Kentucky in particular instances, and (3) the con- 
tention that the differences. in transportation conditions were 
minimized in the prior reports. 


In discussing the issues involved, Examiner Fuller said 
the traffic density in Kentucky compared favorably with that 
in Illinois and Indiana as a whole, the lower density in west- 
ern Kentucky being partly due to the declining shipments from 
that group which was the very matter here complained of. 
He pointed to section 15 (a) (2) of the act, under which sec- 
tion he said the Commission, in prescribing rates for the future, 
was required to give due consideration, among other factors, 
to the effect of the rates on the movement of the traffic by the 
carrier, or carriers, for which the rates were prescribed. A 
given group in a group and differential adjustment, he said, 
was not entitled to rates which would guarantee it a share in 
the traffic, but the well-established principle which should gov- 
ern these proceedings was that each group was entitled to 
rates and differentials fixed with due regard to distances, trans- 
portation and commercial conditions, and the nature of the ad- 
justment. It did not appear, said he, that the unfavorable 
transportation conditions from western Kentucky had been 
minimized in the prior reports. 


“The 35-cent differential, western Kentucky over southern 
Illinois to the northwest, compared favorably with the corre- 
sponding differentials to St. Louis and the other Missouri 
voints,” he said. “To increase the rates from western Ken- 
tucky to the northwest so as to reflect a differential of 50 cents 
over southern Illinois, with correspondingly increased differen- 
tials over the other groups, would be in contravention of the 
above principle as well as section 15 (a) (2).” 

The question whether the rate and differentials from west- 
ern Kentucky to Chicago were properly related to the corre- 
svonding rates and differentials from southern Illinois and 
the other Illinois-Indiana groups, presented a more difficult 
problem, said the examiner, adding: 


Chicago is the most important single market, with the keenest 
competition, in the midwest, and consumes more coal than the states 
of Iowa, Wisconsin, and Minnesota combined. Except to northeastern 
Illinois and eastern Wisconsin, it is not the direct gateway to the 
Northwest. The Belleville, DuQuoin, southern Illinois, Evansville, and 
Boonville groups are in that order more distant to the Northwest. They 
are practically the same distance from Chicago, forming as the map 
will show a crescent or semi-circle with respect to that market. Never- 
theless, to that market .. . Boonville takes 15 cents under southern 
Illinois, Belleville and DuQuoin 10 cents under, Evansville the same 
rates, and western Kentucky 35 cents higher rates. As between the 
five Illinois and Indiana groups there may be some reason for this situa- 
tion not disclosed by this record. In any event, the relation between 
these groups is not in issue in this proceeding. On this record the Com- 
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mission can not find that the 35-cent differential, western Kentucky over 
southern Illinois, reflects an exaggerated consideration of the differ- 
ences in transportation conditions or results in undue prejudice to 
western Kentucky or undue preference of southern Illinois. But, it is 
apparent that, coupled with the above situation, it results in a pyramid- 
ing of western Kentucky’s differentials over the other Illinois-Indiana 
groups and, hence, in a rate as compared with such groups which con- 
travenes the above principle by at least 10 cents per net ton. 


YELIN MOTOR RIGHTS SALE 


In a proposed report in MC F-1642, Joseph Pomprowitz— 
Purchase—George Yelin, Examiner Fabian C. Cox of the sec- 
tion of finance of the Commission’s Bureau of Motor Carriers 
has recommended that the Commission authorize purchase by 
Joseph Pomprowitz, dba L. C. L. Transit Co., of Green Bay, 
Wis., of operating rights of George Yelin, of Chicago, IIl., con- 
firmed in MC 52456, for $7,100. The report showed that Yelin 
had authority under MC 52456 to operate as a contract carrier 
of merchandise dealt in by wholesale food business houses, and 
in connection therewith, equipment, etc., used in conduct of 
such business, between Chicago, II1., on the one hand, and points 
in Wisconsin, on the other. Vendor’s operations, the examiner 
noted, included contract carriage of general commodities be- 
tween points in Illinois, Wisconsin, Iowa and Minnesota, and 
to and from St. Louis, Mo. 


WEYERHAEUSER SHIP OPERATIONS 

Examiner M. J. Walsh has recommended, in a proposed 
report in W-417, Weyerhaeuser Steamship Co.-Weyerhaeuser 
Line, Common Carrier Application, embracing W-617, Pacific 
Coast Direct Line—Weyerhaeuser Line, Common Carrier Ap- 
plication, that the applicants be found entitled to continue 
operations as common carriers by self-propelled, oceangoing 
vessels in the intercoastal transportation via the Panama Canal 
of commodities generally between specified ports on the Atlantic 
coast and specified ports on thePacific coast, under the “grand- 
father” clause of part III of the act. 


Specifically, the examiner proposed that the applicant in 
W-417 be authorized to operate between 44 designated Pacific 
coast ports and 30 ports on the Atlantic coast, named in an 
appendix to the report, and that the applicant in W-617 be 
authorized to operate between 22 Atlantic coast ports and 24 
Pacific coast ports. The examiner said the applicants were 
separate legal entities; that their officers and boards of direc- 
tors were entirely distinct; that the only relation between them 
was a charter-party under which applicant in W-617 operated 
in intercoastal service from Atlantic coast ports to ports on 
the Pacific coast the vessels owned by applicant in W-417. 
At the time of the hearing, he noted, the latter did not operate 
any chartered vessel, and five of its own vessels had been 
diverted, at the request of the Maritime Commission, to national 
defense service, leaving only three in operation in applicant’s 
eastbound intercoastal trade. 


LIQUORS AND WINES BY MOTOR 


In a report in I. and S. M-1824, Alcoholic Liquors and 
Wines in Official Territory, embracing MC C-309, Liquors and 
Wines, Official and Western Trunk Line Territories, Examiner 
E. T. Cosby has recommended that the Commission find just 
and reasonable and otherwise lawful, except to the extent the 
minimum of 40,000 pounds exceeds a minimum of 20,000 pounds, 
proposed reduced classification exception rating of column 44 
on alcoholic liquors and wines between points in New England 
and trunk line territories, on the one hand, and points in cen- 
tral territory, on the other, and proposed reduced commodity 
rates reflecting that basis from and to points in those terri- 
tories, subject to a minimum of 40,000 pounds. The rating and 
rates were proposed on behalf of motor carrier members of the 
Eastern-Central Motor Carrier Association. 


Suspended schedules, to the extent not just and reasonable, 
proposed to be ordered canceled without prejudice to the estab- 
lishment of rates, subject to a minimum of 20,000 pounds which 
are not less than 44 per cent of the corresponding first class 
rates, and proceeding discontinued. 


In MC C-309, the examiner recommended that rates of 
respondent motor carriers on alcoholic liquors and wines from 
Boston, Mass., and New York, N. Y., to Minneapolis, Minn., and 
Des Moines, Ia., and from and to certain points in trunk line 
and central territories be found unreasonable to the extent that 
they were subject to minima of 30,000 or 40,000 pounds, and 
such of those rates which were less than 44 per cent of the 
corresponding first class rates be found unlawful to the extent 
that they were lower than 44 per cent of the corresponding 
first class rates. He recommended prescription of a minimum 
weight of 20,000 pounds for the future. In other respects rates 
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under consideration proposed to be found not unjust, unrea- 
sonable or otherwise unlawful. 


ERIE ABANDONMENT 

Examiner J. S. Prichard in a proposed report in Finance 
No. 13509, Erie Railroad Co. Abandonment, has recommended 
that the Commission, division 4, find that the present and future 
public convenience and necessity are not shown to permit 
abandonment by the Erie Railroad Co. of its line extending 
approximately 73.04 miles from a point near Painted Post to 
Avon, and a branch line extending approximately 1.54 miles 
from Conesus Lake Junction to Lakeville, in Steuben and 
Livingston counties, N. Y. 

The principal opposition to the abandonment, the report 
said, was by municipalities and shippers in the territory served 
by the line. The line, according to the report, is paralleled to 
a large extent by the rail line of the Delaware, Lackawanna & 
Western, and entirely by a concrete highway over which com- 
mon carrier truck lines operate. Most of the traffic on the 
line, the report said, was handled in bridge movement. Among 
several cases cited on brief by the applicant in support of the 
proposed abandonment, the report said, was Chicago, Milwau- 
kee, St. Paul & Pacific Trustees Abandonment, 240 I. C. C. 763, 
in which the Commission, division 4, said: 


While the revenues derived from bridge traffic is a factor in deter- 
mining the earning capacity of a branch line for the purpose of aban- 
donment, it cannot be concluded that local shippers who are unable to 
support a railroad can justly demand continued rail transportation sery- 
ice simply because the branch is utilized for the movement of through 
traffic that could be handled as expeditiously over other routes. 


It would seem that the shippers in the instant case have no 
reason to make such a demand because the line herein is 
operated at a substantial gain aside from any consideration 
of the bridge traffic, said the Commission. Furthermore, it 
added, applicant had not shown that the bridge traffic now 
handled on the line could be handled as economically and 
wy over the longer alternate route via Hornell and 

ttica. 


Proposed Reports 
Pickles, Etc. 


I. and S. M-1921, Miller Whippo, Minimum Charges in 
Pa., O., N. Y., and W. Va. By Examiner Herbert P. Haley. 
Proposed initial minimum rates and charges on pickles, vinegar, 
and sauerkraut, in containers in cases or barrels in straight or 
mixed shipments, any-quantity, Springboro, Pa., to points in 
Ohio, New York, and West Virginia, on empty glasses from 
Olean, N. Y., to Springboro, and on empty barrels and other 
containers from points in Ohio, New York, and West Virginia, 
to Springboro, unjust and unreasonable. Schedules filed to 
become effective Jan. 15, 1942, and suspended until Aug. 15, 
1942, proposed to be ordered canceled and proceeding discon- 
tinued. 

Various Commodities 


MC C-295, Nevada Consolidated Fast Freight vs. George 
Bush and Gustave Bush, dba Bush Brothers Truck Line et al. 
By Examiner R. J. Olentine. Rates of defendants on various 
commodities from American Fork, Midvale, Ogden, Pleasant 
Grove, Provo and Salt Lake City, Utah, to Las Vegas, Nev., and 
nearby points in Nevada and Arizona, not unduly prejudicial 
to shippers and localities in California. Any-quantity rates of 
defendants on certain articles from Utah origins to Las Vegas 
and Boulder City, Nev., unreasonably low and, therefore, un- 
lawful. Other assailed rates between the same points not shown 
to be unreasonably low or otherwise unlawful. The examiner 
said the Commission should find that assailed any-quantity 
rates on agricultural implements and parts, dry goods, etc. 
from American Fork, Midvale, Pleasant Grove, Provo and Salt 
Lake City were unduly low to the extent they were lower 
than 68 cents less-truckload and 63 cents, minimum 5,000 
pounds, to Bunkerville, Las Vegas and Mesquite, Nev., and 
Littlefield, Ariz., and 72 cents less-truckload and 66 cents, 
minimum 5,000 pounds, to Boulder City, Nev. 


Foodstuffs 


I. and S. M-1864, Kerna Transfer, Baltimore to Ohio and 
Pennsylvania Points. By Examiner Herbert P. Haley. Pro- 
posed motor common carrier rates on foodstuffs or groceries 
and related commodities from Baltimore, Md., to Bellaire, Eas! 
Liverpool and Steubenville, O., and points in Pennsylvania. 
proposed to be ordered canceled because of failure of I 
spondent to show that such rates were just and reasonable; 
and proposed initial motor common carrier rates on the same 
commodities from Baltimore to Bellaire, East Liverpool, 4” 
Steubenville and points in Pennsylvania, unjust and unreasol 
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able. Suspended rates proposed to be ordered canceled and 
proceeding discontinued. 


Scoured Wool 


I. and S. M-1464, Anti-Freeze, Boxes, Wool, New Jersey 
and Pennsylvania to North Carolina, embracing MC C-249, 
Shoddy and Scoured Wool, Pennsylvania and New Jersey to 
North Carolina. By Examiner J. C. Cheseldine. Motor com- 
modity rates on scoured wool, minimum 8,000 pounds, from 
Philadelphia, Pa., and Camden, N. J., to Leaksville, Spray, 
Mayodan and Charlotte, N. C., unlawful to the extent that 
minimum weight applicable in connection therewith is less 
than 11,000 pounds; and motor commodity rates, less-truckload, 
and class rates, less-truckload and truckload, from Philadelphia 
and Camden to the same related destinations, not shown to be 
unreasonably low or otherwise unlawful. 


Fertilizer 


Fourth section application No. 19490, Fertilizer from East 
Weymouth, Mass., to Portland, Me. By Examiner E. L. Valen- 
tine. Recommends grant of authority to the New Haven and 
Boston & Maine, on conditions, to establish and maintain a 
rate of $2.80 a ton, or 14 cents a hundred pounds, on fertilizer 
or fertilizer materials, in straight or mixed carloads, from East 
Weymouth, Mass., to Portland, Me., without observing the 
long-and-short-haul part of the fourth section. The American 
Agricultural Chemical Co., supported the relief asked while 
the Atlantic Coastwise & Inland Water Carriers Association, 
Inc., the Sheridan Transportation Co., and the Eastern Trans- 
portation Co., opposed it. Applicants proposed a rate of $2.50 
to meet competition of barges operating by way of the Atlantic 
Ocean, said the report. Since there was no basis or method for 
determining a competitive relation that would assure each class 
of carriers a fair share of the traffic, it said, it was necessary 
that the Commission fix the relation which, in its judgment, it 
considered proper. 


Motor Proposed Reports 


(Recommended orders in proposed motor reports, at expiration 
of 20 days from date of service of reports (unless otherwise stated), 
become effective unless exceptions have been filed within the 20-day 
period or exceptions have been seasonably filed by other parties, or 
the order has been stayed or postponed by the Commission. State 
in which applicant has home office is shown in “black face’ type 
with name of town or city following.) 


Wyoming (Newcastle)—MC 102850, B. J. McIntyre, com- 
mon carrier. Certificate proposed. Passengers and baggage, 
in charter operations, Newcastle to points in S. D. 

_ Indiana (Indianapolis)—-MC 45829, Carolina Motor Express 
Lines, Inc., common carrier. Certificate proposed. Continuance 
of operations, general commodities, with exceptions, between 
points in Ind., O., W. Va., Va., and N. C. 

New Mexico (Silver City)—-MC 39236, Sub. 2, Guy Olee 
Gwyn, common carrier. Denial of certificate proposed. General 
commodities between points in Tex., N. M., and Ariz. 

_ Texas (Houston)—MC 2226, Sub. 33, Red Arrow Freight 
Lines, Inc., extension. Certificate proposed. General commodi- 
ties, with exceptions, in Tex. 

New York (Monticello)—-MC 96365, Robert J. Burns, com- 
mon carrier, embracing MC 96366, Raymond T. Burns, common 
carrier. Certificate proposed in MC 96365 as to coal, Carbon- 
dale, Pa., and points within 10 miles thereof, to Monticello and 
points in Sullivan county, N. Y., within 15 miles thereof; and 
certificate denied in MC 96366 as to coal and general commodi- 
ties between points in N. J., N. Y., and Pa. 

Massachusetts (West Roxbury)—MC 83506, Sub. 1, Arthur 
J. Henry, common carrier. Denial proposed on finding appli- 
cant, doing business as Weld Stock Farm, in his operation of a 
motor vehicle, to be engaged chiefly as a private carrier, and 
public convenience and necessity not to require operation as a 
common carrier of horses. A minor part of applicant’s trans- 
portation is devoted to common carriage for hire. Applicant 
sought a certificate to operate as a common carrier of horses 
and their harness, etc., between points in Me., N. H., Va., Mass., 
Conn., R. I., N. ¥., N. J., Pa., Del., Md., Va., and D. C. 

New York (Kingston)—MC 2835, Sub. 3, Adirondack 
Transit Lines, Inc., extension. On further proceedings, certifi- 
cate proposed. Passengers, baggage, express, mail and news- 
Papers between Saranac Lake and Massena, N. Y. 

Ohio (Summitville)—MC 103077, Fred H. Johnson, Jr., con- 
tract carrier. Permit proposed. Face and flooring brick, Sum- 
mitville to points in Pa., and W. Va. 

_ lllinois (Chicago)—-MC 95914, John Rohen, common car- 
ner. Certificate proposed. General commodities, with excep- 
tions, it the performance of a collection and delivery service, 
at Chicago, and in the performance of a radial service, between 
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Chicago, on the one hand, and points beyond the municipal 
limits of Chicago but within the Chicago commercial zone, on 
the other. 

New York (Yonkers)—-MC 78145, Sub. 1, John B. Thomp- 
son, Jr., and George W. S. Marsh, common carrier. Denial pro- 
posed. Specified commodities, Yonkers to points in the New 
York, N. Y., commercial zone, with empty containers on return. 

IWlinois (Rockford)—-MC 66810, Sub. 4, Peoria-Rockford 
Bus Co., extension. Certificate proposed. Passengers, baggage, 
express, mail and newspapers in III. 

Texas (Fort Worth)—MC 59814, Sub. 27, W. A. Johnson, 
extension. Certificate proposed. General commodities, with 
exceptions, in serving the site of the U. S. reservation, near San 
Angelo, Tex., as an off-route point in connection with appli- 
cant’s presently authorized regular route operations. 

Wisconsin (Janesville)—-MC 57776, Sub. 1, Swenson Coach 
Lines, Inc., extension. Certificate proposed. Passengers and 
their baggage in round trip or one way charter operations, in 
Til., Ind., Ia., Mich., Minn., and Wis. 

Missouri (St. Louis)—-MC 44290, Sub. 2, Husmann & Roper 
Freight Lines, Inc., extension. Certificate proposed. General 
commodities, with exceptions, between E. St. Louis and Cen- 
tralia, Il. 

Texas (Dallas)—-MC 1210, Sub. 15, Jay Rountree, extension. 
Certificate proposed. General commodities, with exceptions, to 
and from North Little Rock, Ark., as an intermediate point to 
applicant’s presently authorized regular route operation between 
Little Rock and Camp Joseph T. Robinson, Ark. 

Texas (Dallas)—-MC 1210, Sub. 13, Jay Rountree, exten- 
sion. Certificate proposed. General commodities, with excep- 
tions, between Texarkana, Ark.-Tex., and Broken Bow, Okla. 

Arkansas (Paragould)—-MC 52593, Sub. 1, Jas. Taylor and 
Clyde Taylor, extension. Certificate proposed, on further pro- 
ceedings. General commodities, with exceptions, to and from 
East St. Louis, Ill., as an intermediate point on applicant’s pres- 
ently authorized regular routes, and live stock from specified 
points in Ark., to East St. Louis and St. Louis, Mo. 

IMinois (Hazel Dell)—-MC 103199, Harry Burnett, common 
carrier. Certificate proposed. Specified commodities from and 
to points in Ind., and Ill. - 

Virginia (Manassas)—-MC 103355, Robert L. Vetter, con- 
tract carrier. Permit proposed. Cylinders, Waldorf, Md., to 
Manassas, and empty gas cylinders on return. 

Ilinois (Chicago)—-MC 103270, Kipps Moving & Storage 
Co., extension. Certificate recommended. Household goods be- 
tween Chicago, IIl., and points in Ind. 

Minnesota (Minneapolis)—-MC 100168, Sub. 1, Ellsworth G. 
Nelson, extension. Denial of certificate proposed. General com- 
modities between points in Minneapolis and St. Paul, Minn., and 
the vicinity thereof. 

Illinois (Chicago)—-MC 96182, James Mack Glancey, com- 
mon carrier. Certificate proposed. General commodities, with 
exceptions, in the performance of a radial service between Chi- 
cago, on the one hand, and points in Ill., beyond the municipal 
limits of Chicago, but within the Chicago commercial zone, on 
the other. 

Pennsylvania (Philadelphia)—-MC 60580, Sub. 4, Highway 
Express Lines, Inc., extension. Denial of certificate proposed. 
General commodities, with exceptions, between Washington, D. 
C., and Indianhead, Md. 

Kansas (Winchester)—MC 39991, Sub. 1, Smith Truck Line, 
extension. Denial of permit proposed. Petroleum products in 
tank trucks, Arkansas City, Kan., to East Atchison, Mo. 

Arkansas (Little Rock)—-MC 36394, Sub. 5, Arkansas Mo- 
tor Coaches of Tennessee, Inc., extension. Denial of certificate 
proposed. Passengers, baggage, express, mail and newspapers 
between Little Rock and Newport, Ark., and between Newport 
and Piggott, Ark. Missouri Pacific Railway Co., Guy A. Thomp- 
son, trustee, and Missouri Pacific Transportation Co., the report 
said, opposed grant of the application. The principal reason ad- 
vanced by applicant as a need for the proposed service, it added, 
was the fact that it could not coordinate its schedules with those 
of the Missouri Pacific. It said that applicant had failed to 
establish that protestant was uncooperative, either because of a 
refusal to accept applicant’s tickets to adjust its schedules, or 
because of any act on the part of protestant’s employes; and 
that applicant had also failed to establish that protestant had 
inadequate equipment for operation over the route in question 
or that such equipment was in a poor state of repair. It was 
therefore, clear, it added, that on the record as made applicant 
had failed to show that the existing service was inadequate to 
meet the needs of the public to the extent shown. 

New York (Ballston Spa)—-MC 28467, Sub. 1, Carolina Di 
Blasio, common carrier. Denial proposed. Beer, Boston, Mass., 
to Glens Falls, N. Y., Vichy water from Saratoga Springs, N. Y., 
to Passaic, N. J., and empty containers in the reverse direction 
in both instances. 

Nebraska (Omaha)—MC 1727, Matthew Leo McKeone, 
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common carrier, embracing MC 1726, Same, contract carrier. 
Certificate proposed. Continuance of operation, general com- 
modities, with exceptions, between specified points in Ia., Kan., 
Mo., and Neb., and soap and soap products, Kansas City, Mo., 
and vicinity to points in Neb., and oil and grease, in containers, 
from Coffeyville, Kan., to points in Neb. Denial of a permit to 
haul fresh meats, etc., between points in Ia., Kan., Mo., and 
Neb., proposed on finding applicant to have failed to establish 
his right thereto. In connection with applicant’s so-called con- 
tract carrier operations, the report pointed out, applicant had 
contracts with four packers, Armour, Swift, Wilson and Cudahy. 
The fact that applicant had written contracts with the packers, 
it said, did not establish his status per se. Contract carriage, 
as contemplated in the act, it said, was a for-hire transporta- 
tion service which attained the dignity of exclusion by the 
nature of an agreement between shipper and carrier. The com- 
mon law recognized such a relationship as private carriage. In 
the light of this test, the report said, the conclusion was in- 
escapable that the relationship between applicant and the pack- 
ers contained no characteristics from which it might be found 
that he was a contract carrier on the statutory date. While 
applicant had not shown that he was entitled to a permit as a 
contract carrier, it added, he might continue his service to the 
packers under the common carrier authority to which he is 
entitled. 

Minnesota (Duluth)—-MC 103153, Clifford E. Johnson and 
Arthur E. Hafner. Certificate proposed. General commodities, 
with exceptions, in collection and delivery service at Duluth. 

Minnesota (Luverne)—-MC 103079, A. R. Halsno. Denial 
of permit proposed, on recommended finding that applicant, 
although he owns motor vehicle used for service in question, is 
employe of creamery for which transportation here involved 
is performed, and that he is not engaged in the business of 
transporting property for hire. Butter, cheese, dry buttermilk 
and other creamery products between Luverne, on the one hand, 
and points in Minnehaha and Moody counties, S. D., on the 
other, excluding incorporated villages and cities except Sher- 
man, over irregular routes. 

Oklahoma (Mannford)—-MC 102726, C. M. Martin. Denial 
of certificate proposed. Specified commodities between points 
in specified part of Ark., on the one hand, and points in Okla., 
on the other, over irregular routes. 

North Carolina (Grifton)—-MC 102478, Jessie Heber Wade. 
Denial of certificate proposed. Beer from Baltimore, Md., to 
Kinston, N. C., empty beer containers in return movements, 
canned goods, sugar and molasses from Norfolk, Va., to Kins- 
ton, and produce in return movements. 

California (San Mateo)—-MC 96450, Chauncey W. Shelton. 
Denial of certificate proposed. Specified commodities between 
points in Calif., Ariz., Ida., Mont., N. M., Ore., Tex. and Wash., 
over irregular routes. 

Illinois (Sheffield)—-MC 89199, Sub. No. 1, Nelson Trans- 
fer, Inc. Dismissal of application for certificate, at applicant’s 
request, proposed. Farm machinery and parts thereof between 
(a) Charles City, Ia., St. Louis, Mo., and South Bend, Ind., on 
the one hand, and, on the other, points in Ill., Charles City, St. 
Louis and South Bend; (b) Peoria, Ill., and points in Ia., Mo., 
Ill. and Ind.; (c) Waterloo, Ia., and points in Ill., and tractors 
and parts thereof between Waterloo and points in IIl., over 
irregular routes. 

New Jersey (West New York)—-MC 80936, Frank Binetti, 
embracing Sub. No. 1, Same. Denial of certificate, under grand- 
father clause, proposed in MC 80936; passengers and baggage, 
in charter operations, between points in New York commercial 
zone and all other points in Hudson county, N. J., on the one 
hand, and points in Del., Mass., Conn., Pa., N. Y., N. J. and 
D. C., on the other. Denial of certificate proposed also in Sub. 
No. 1; passengers and baggage, in charter operations, between 
points in Hudson county, N. J., on the one hand, and points in 
the aforesaid states, on the other, over irregular routes. 

Minnesota (St. Paul)—-MC 75568, Consolidated Motor 
Freight Terminal, Inc. Certificate proposed, for continuance 
of operation as to general commodities, between St. Paul and 
points in specified area in vicinity thereof, over irregular routes. 

Kansas (Wichita)—-MC 73570, Sub. No. 1, Theodora A. 
Bryan. Certificate proposed. General commodities, with ex- 
ceptions, between Fredonia and Parsons, Kan., over regular 
routes, with service to and from specified off-route points. 

Alabama (Birmingham)—MC 70560, Sub. No. 3, North Ala- 
bama Motor Express, Inc. Certificate proposed. General com- 
modities, with exceptions, between intersection of U. S. High- 
way 78 and Alabama Highway 102 and specified point near 
Talladega, Ala., over specified route, and dangerous explosives 
between the points, over the routes and serving the points speci- 
fied in the certificate issued in MC 70560. 

New York (New York)—-MC 66562, Sub. No. 398, Railway 
Express Agency, Inc. Certificate proposed. General commodi- 
ties, (1) moving in express service, and (2) in coordinated mo- 
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tor-rail service, between Nampa and Kuna, Ida., over speciiied 
route, with no service at intermediate points. The report said 
applicant did not propose to transport any shipments between 
any rail key points, or through or to or from more than one key 
point. The proposed grant of authority was made subject to 
conditions, including one that the service by applicant be lim- 
ited to service auxiliary or supplemental to rail service of the 
Union Pacific. 

North Carolina (Charlotte)—-MC 60290, Jocie Motor Lines, 
Inc. Certificate proposed, for continuance of operation as to 
general commodities, with exceptions, over U. S. highway 29 
between Greensboro, N. C., and Greenville, S. C., serving all 
intermediate points and specified off-route points, and over 
U. S. highway 21 between Charlotte, N. C., and Columbia, S. C., 
serving specified intermediate points. 

Texas (Dallas)—-MC 59648, Sub. No. 15, H. E. English. 
Certificate proposed. General commodities, with exceptions, 
between specified points in Tex. and on Tex.-La. state line, over 
specified routes, serving intermediate points. 

Indiana (Plymouth)—-MC 48501, Sub. No. 4, Indiana Motor 
Bus Co. Certificate proposed. Passengers and baggage between 
Lafayette, Ind., and Michigan City, Ind., over specified routes, 

Ilinois (Litchfield)—-MC 43246, Sub. No. 3, Buske Lines, 
Inc. Permit proposed. Empty cans, from Maywood, IIl., to 
Warsaw, Ind., over irregular routes. 

Mississippi (Jackson)—-MC 42145, Sub. No. 18, Loyd Bond. 
Certificate proposed. General commodities, with exceptions, to 
and from Gretna, Harvey, Marrero, Westwego, Algiers, South- 
port, Arabi, Three Oaks, Reserve, Goodhope and Norco, La., as 
off-route points in connection with applicant’s presently author- 
ized regular route operations. 

New York (Oneonta)—-MC 30983, Sub. No. 2, Cornelius 
W. Every. Certificate proposed, as to (1) general commodities, 
with exceptions, (a) between New York City, on the one hand, 
and specified area in New York, on the other, with authority 
to operate through New Jersey, (b) from Newark, N. J., to 
Oneonta, with transportation of damaged or rejected merchan- 
dise in reverse direction, and (2) petroleum products in con- 
tainers, empty containers, asphalt roofing, asphalt shingles, 
felt sheathing and asbestos roofing between specified points 
in N. Y., N. J. and Pa., over irregular routes. 

lowa (Dubuque)—MC 35903, Sub. No. 1, James A. Meader 
and Jack Weber. Denial of certificate proposed. Household 
goods between Dubuque and points in specified Wis. area, over 
irregular routes. 

New Jersey (Bayonne)—-MC 30510, Herman Lichtman. 
Certificate proposed, for continuance of operation as to general 
commodities, with exceptions, between New York City, on the 
one hand, and points in N. J. within 25 miles thereof, on the 
other, over irregular routes. 

Pennsylvania (Roaring Spring)—-MC 29648, Sub. No. 5, 
Elmer F. Smith. Certificate proposed. Paper (printing and 
wrapping) from Roaring Spring to Silver Spring, Md., and 
damaged or rejected shipments, on return, over irregular routes. 

Pennsylvania (Philadelphia)—-MC 26404, Sub. No. 1, Joseph 
Toussaint. Certificate proposed. Steel utility and wardrobe 
cabinets between Philadelphia and points in Del., N. J., Conn., 
Md., N. Y., Va. and D. C., over irregular routes. 

Oklahoma (Tulsa)—-MC 22920, Sub. No. 3, M. G. Burgess. 
Certificate proposed. Petroleum products, in containers, from 
Ponca City, Okla., to Tulsa, Okla., over specified route, and 
empty containcrs on return movements. 

New York (New York)—MC 20110, Sub. No. 3, Messinger 
Trucking & Warehouse Corporation. Denial of permit proposed. 
Specified commodities within New York City. The examiner 
said no common control or arrangements existed between ap- 
plicant and the railroads or between applicant and any other 
carrier; that, accordingly, the movement within New York City 
was not a through movement under common control, etc., as 
contemplated in section 203(b)(8) of the act, and such service 
fell within the partial exemption provided therein, and _ that 
applicant was not required to obtain authority from the Com- 
mission to continue such operation. 


Virginia (Arlington)—-MC 18133, Sub. No. 7, Arlington & 
Fairfax Transportation Co. Certificate proposed. Passengers 
and baggage between specified points in Arlington county, Va., 
over regular route, serving all intermediate points, except to the 
extent such service has been previously authorized. 

Massachusetts (Adams)—-MC 14096, Sub. No. 1, Henry A. 
Duby. Permit proposed. Paper products from Glens Falls and 
Greenwich, N. Y., to North Adams, Mass., over irregular routes. 


Indiana (Indianapolis)—-MC 13777, Contract Carriers, Inc., 
embracing Sub. No. 1, Same. On further hearing in MC 15/(/, 
denial of permit or certificate, under grandfather clause, pro- 
posed; general commodities between points in IIl1., Ind., O. Pa., 
Md., W. Va., N. Y., Ky., Mich., and St. Louis, Mo., over irregula! 
routes. Denial of certificate proposed in Sub. No. 1, as to gen 
eral commodities between points in aforesaid states and St. 
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Louis, Mo. The examiner said applicant contended that the 
Commission erroneously held that it made no showing of a 
resumption of operations within a reasonable time after the 
Supreme Court of the United States had held the national in- 
dustrial recovery act unconstitutional and that at no time did 
applicant’s business entirely cease. He added that applicant’s 
arguments were fallacious “as they are predicated upon the 
supposition that the loss of business in 1933, as the consequence 
of the passage of the national industrial recovery act was be- 
yond its control.” Such was not the fact, said the examiner. 
The failure of applicant to continue operations conducted prior 
to the act, he declared, was due to its voluntary acts of non- 
compliance. That the act was subsequently declared uncon- 
stitutional was Of no consequence, he said. 

California (Stockton)—-MC 13090, Sub. No. 1, Elmer 
Gordon Van Camp. Denial of certificate proposed. General 
commodities, with exceptions, between Oakland, Calif., and 
Sacramento, Calif., over specified route. 


New Jersey (Newark)—MC 10968, Sub. No. 1, Franklin 
G. Telleri and John A. Minarchi. Denial of certificate proposed. 
General commodities between New York, N. Y., on the one 
hand, Elizabeth, Linden, Rahway and Hillside, N. J., on the 
other, over irregular routes. 


New Jersey (Morristown)—MC 4199, Sub. No. 4, Vincent 
Goldere’s Sons, Inc. Permit proposed. Crude rubber from 
Hoboken and Jersey City, N. J., to Passaic, N. J., over irregular 
routes, with no transportation for compensation on return. 

Illinois (East Moline)—-MC 93186, Tom Pappas. On 
further proceedings, amendment of certificate issued under 
order of Commission in 20 M. C. C. 429, proposed, so as to 
authorize, in addition to operations authorized in that certifi- 
cate, transportation of general commodities, with exceptions, 
between East Moline, Moline, Milan, Rock Island, and Silvis, 
Ill., over irregular routes. 


Maryland (Baltimore)—-MC 103367, John William Parker. 
Permit proposed. Brick and tile and empty brick and tile con- 
tainers between Baltimore and Rossville, Md., on the one hand, 
and, on the other, Washington, D. C., and points in specified 
part of Va., over irregular routes. 

New Jersey (Newark)—MC 103342, Dominick Siclari. Per- 
mit proposed. Wallboard, moldings, plastic materials, and sup- 
plies and equipment incidental to their use in building and 
construction work from Irvington, N. J., to points in Hudson 
county and Newark, N. J., and New York, N. Y., over irregular 
routes, with damaged or rejected shipments of such commodi- 
ties on return. 

Georgia (Columbus)—MC 103341, J. B. Youngblood. Cer- 
tificate proposed. Household goods between Columbus and 
points within 50 miles thereof, on the one hand, and, on the 
other, points in specified part of Ala., over irregular routes. 

California (San Francisco)—-MC 103060, H. P. Matthews 
and Morley Kiek. Denial of certificate proposed. General 
commodities between points in city and county of San Fran- 
cisco, over irregular routes. 

Massachusetts (Hatfield)—-MC 94877, Sub. No. 1, Peter 
W. Kubosiak. Denial of certificate proposed. Specified com- 
modities between specified points and counties in Conn. and 
Mass., over irregular routes. 

New York (Albany)—MC 94088, Sub. No. 1, Harry Farfel 
and Samuel Farfel. Denial of permit proposed. Paper and 
paperboard products and manufactured paper products from 
roy, N. Y., to points in Mass. and in designated part of N. J., 
and waste materials in opposite direction, over irregular routes. 

Kansas (Glasco)—-MC 88353, Sub. No. 1, Charles Gehrke & 
Son. Certificate proposed, as to (1) hardware, agricultural im- 
plements and parts, and farm machinery and parts, from Kan- 
sas City, Mo., to Glosco, Kan., serving Delphos, Kan., as off- 
route point, and (2) as to live stock between Kansas City, Kan., 
and Kansas City and St. Joseph, Mo., on the one hand, and, 
on ~ other, Glasco and Delphos and points within 10 miles of 
each, 

Missouri (Kansas City)—-MC 76829, Sub. No. 6, Wichita 
Forwarding Co. Certificate proposed. General commodities, 
with exceptions, to and from points within five miles of mu- 
nicipal limits of Wichita, as intermediate and off-route points 
0 applicant’s present regular-route operations. 

New York (Maspeth)—MC 68962, Valentine William Mur- 
tha. Permit proposed. Continuance of operation, as to speci- 
fied commodities from New York City to points in Conn. and 
Mass. The examiner said the applicant had, for a number of 
years, rendered a transportation service for a manufacturer 
of steel and bronze building materials; that the plant was closed 
down and that the company was undergoing reorganization; 
that applicant had been willing to continue to perform the 
service, if shipments had been offered, and that, “taking all 
the facts into consideration,” the evidence indicated that the 
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interruption of applicant’s service was one over which appli- 
cant had no control. 

Ohio (Defiance)—-MC 67803, Sub. No. 3, Ford McConnell. 
Denial of certificate proposed. General commodities, with ex- 
ceptions, over specified routes between Toledo, O., and Fort 
Wayne, Ind., between Toledo and Napoleon, O., via Wauseon, 
and between Defiance and Antwerp, O., via Paulding, O. 

Maryland (Baltimore)—-MC 66297, Sub. No. 1, Robert M. 
Craumer. Permit proposed. Brick and tile and empty brick 
and tile containers between Baltimore and Rossville, Md., on 
the one hand, and, on the other, Washington, D. C., and points 
in specified part of Va., over irregular routes. 

New Jersey (Bayonne)— MC 62626, Silva Bros., embracing 
Sub. No. 1, Same. Certificate proposed in MC 62626 for con- 
tinuance of operation as to general commodities, with excep- 
tions between points in New York commercial zone, on the one 
hand, and, on the other, Philadelphia, Pa., and points in speci- 
fied part of N. J., over irregular routes. Denial of certificate 
proposed in Sub. No. 1; general commodities, with exceptions, 
between points in New York commercial zone and points in 
N. J., over irregular routes. 

Nort Carolina (Rocky Mount)— MC 52669, Sub. No. 2, 
C. C. Britt. Certificate proposed. Lumber from points in N. C. 
to points in Va., Md., Del., N. J., Pa. and D. C., leaf tobacco 
from points in Ga., S. C. and Va., to Rocky Mount, and empty 
containers for leaf tobacco from Rocky Mount to points in 
Ga., S. C. and Va., over irregular routes. 

Missouri (Kansas City)— MC 47038, Sub. No. 4, Ship By 
Truck Co. Certificate proposed. General commodities, with 
exceptions, between points in Kansas City, Mo.-Kansas City, 
Kan., commercial zone, over irregular routes. 

Maryland (Baltimore)—MC 43967, Sub. No. 1, Charles 
F. Parker. Permit proposed. Brick and tile and empty brick 
and tile containers between Baltimore and Rossville, Md., on 
the one hand, and, on the other, Washington, D. C., and points 
in specified part of Va., over irregular routes. 


Oklahoma (Oklahoma City)—-MC 42070, O. K. Transfer & 
Storage Co. Denial of certificate proposed. General commodi- 
ties, except household goods, between points in Oklahoma 
county, Okla., over irregular routes. The joint board recom- 
mended the following findings: (1) That applicant, under the 
grandfather clause, had established operation at Oklahoma City 
as a common carrier of commodities requiring special equip- 
ment, in behalf of shippers; (2) that operation by applicant 
in interstate and foreign commerce as common carrier at Okla- 
homa City, in transportation described in (1), had not been 
under common control, management or arrangement for a con- 
tinuous carriage or shipment of property to or from points be- 
yond the limits of Oklahoma City, any contiguous municipality 
or a commercial zone adjacent thereto, and that no authority 
was required therefor, and (3) that operation at Oklahoma 
City by applicant as a motor common carrier in collection and 
delivery service for rail and line-haul motor carriers was inci- 
dental to transportation by motor vehicle subject to parts I 
and II of the act, for which no separate authority was required. 


Ilinois (East St. Louis)—-MC 39521, Sub. No. 1, Chicago 
Southern Transportation Co. Permits proposed. Packing- 
house products from Blue Island, Chicago, East St. Louis and 
National City, Ill., and St. Louis, Mo., to specified points in 
Ark., Ala., Ga., Fla., Miss. and Tenn., over irregular routes. 

Louisiana (New Orleans)—MC 32368, J. Andrew Thomas. 
On further proceedings, certificate proposed for continuance of 
operation as to general commodities in performance of collec- 
tion and delivery service at New Orleans. 


Texas (Houston)—MC 30012, Sub. No. 19, George H. Blew- 
ett, Leonard W. Harper and Marion L. Martin. Denial of cer- 
tificate proposed. General commodities, with exceptions, be- 
tween Houston and Galveston, Tex., over specified routes. 

lowa (Pacific Junction)—-MC 20726, Sub. No. 1, Clyde Mc- 
Intire. Certificate proposed. Specified commodities from and 
to specified points in Ia., Mo. and Neb., over irregular routes. 

New York (Rochester)—MC 15199, Sub. No. 2, Harold 
Ernest Dailey. Denial of certificate proposed. Household goods 
between points in N. Y. and points in Mass., Conn., R. I., N. J., 
Pa., Del., Md., D. C., Va., W. Va., O., Ind., Ill., Mich., and Wis., 
over irregular routes. 

Washington (Spokane)—MC 14285, Sub. No. 3, L. W. Cloe. 
Certificate proposed. Malt beverages from Spokane to Klamath 
Falls, Ore., over specified route, serving specified intermediate 
points, and empty malt beverage containers from Klamath 
Falls, Bend and Pendleton, Ore., to Spokane. 

New York (Mt. Vernon)—MC 13132, Sub. No. 6, Westches- 
ter Van & Storage Co. Denial of certificate proposed. Wearing 
apparel, on hangers, not packed, from New York City to Stam- 
ford, Bridgeport, Hartford and New Haven, Conn., over irreg- 
ular routes, with damaged or returned shipments in reverse 
direction. 
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New Jersey (Newark)—MC 3647, Sub. No. 33, Public Serv- 
ice Interstate Transportation Co. Certificate proposed. Pas- 
sengers, baggage, express and newspapers between Shirley, N. 
J., and specified highway junctions at Elk and Upper Pittsgrove, 
N. J., serving Elmer as intermediate point, over specified routes. 

Indiana (Jasper)—-MC 2994, Sub. No. 6, J. A. Lottes. Denial 
of certificate proposed. General commodities, with exceptions, 
between Palmyra, Ind., and Louisville, Ky., over U. S. High- 
way 150, serving New Albany, Ind. 

California (Fresno)—-MC 936, Sub. No. 4, Valley Motor 
Lines, Inc. Certificate proposed. Empty vehicles only, be- 
tween Reno, Nev., and Susanville, Calif., and general commodi- 
ties, with exceptions, from and to specified points in Calif., 
serving designated intermediate and off-route points, over speci- 
fied routes. 

lowa (Massena)—-MC 90729, Sub. No. 1, Harry E. Edwards. 
On further proceedings, certificate proposed, as to specified 
commodities from and to designated points in Ia. and Neb., over 
irregular routes. 

Maryland (Annapolis)—-MC 103258, Joseph G. Cohen. Dis- 
missal of application for certificate, at applicant’s request, pro- 
posed. Household goods and general commodities, limited to 
less-truckload shipments, with exceptions, between Washing- 
ton, D. C., and points in designated part of Ann Arundel county, 
Md., over irregular routes. 


Maryland (Owings)—MC 103344, Clyde Jones, common car- 
rier. Certificate proposed. Raw tobacco, farm machinery and 
lumber, from and to points in Md., Va. and Pa. 

Alabama (Dothan)—-MC 103283, R. T. Senn, common car- 
rier. Denial proposed. Household goods between Dothan and 
points within 40 miles thereof, on the one hand, and all points 
in Fla., Ga. and Ala., on the other. 


New York (Bronx)—MC 96463, Joseph Fusco, common 
carrier. Denial proposed. Passengers and their baggage be- 
tween points in N. Y. 

West Virginia (Terra Alta)—-MC 94091, D. S. Crane, com- 
mon carrier. On further hearing, certificate proposed. Cream, 
Oakland, Md., and Terra Alta and Briceton Mills, W. Va., to 
Pittsburgh, Pa., and beer from Pittsburgh to Morgantown and 
Terra Alta, W. Va., and Oakland, Md., with return of empty 
containers. 

Texas (San Antonio)—-MC 86927, Sub. 1, Morgan Tours, 
extension. Certificate recommended. Passengers and their 
baggage in special operations on sightseeing and pleasure tours 
beginning and ending at San Antonio, Tex., and extending to 
the international boundary between the U. S. and Mexico, 
through the port of entry at Laredo, Tex., over U. S. highway 
281, and return. 

Minnesota (St. Paul)—-MC 76266, Sub. 19, Merchants 
Motor Freight, Inc., extension. Certificate proposed. General 
commodities from and to points in the Kansas City, Mo.-Kan., 
commercial zone, as intermediate or off-route points in connec- 
tion with applicant’s present operations. 

New York (Rochester)—MC 66814, Sub. 1, Phelan Cart- 
ing Co., extension. Denial of certificate proposed. Household 
goods between points in N. Y. and points in all states east of 
the Mississippi River, including D. C., Minn., Ia., Mo., Ark. 
and La. ; 

Oklahoma (Kaw City) —MC 63148, Sub. 1, Walter E. Kelso, 
extension. Certificate proposed. Specified commodities be- 
tween points in Okla. and Kan. 

Wisconsin (Ashland)—-MC 52242, Sub. 1, Thomas G. Men- 
zies, contract carrier. Permit proposed. Specified commodi- 
ties in Minn., Wis. and Mich. 

Indiana (Hudson)—-MC 48872, Sub. 1, Paul L. Snyder, 
extension. Certificate proposed. Specified commodities in 
Mich., Ill., Ind. and O. 

Ilinois (Chicago)—-MC 31348, Michigan and Southern Bus 
Lines, Inc., common carrier. Denial proposed under the grand- 
father clause. Passengers and their baggage between Chicago, 
Ill., and Niles, Mich. 

Kansas (Wichita)—-MC 30605, Sub. 19, Santa Fe Trail 
Transportation Co., extension. Certificate proposed. Genera! 
commodities, with exceptions, between specified points in Kan. 

Pennsylvania (Washington)—-MC 25554, Sub. 3, J. Herman 
Gladden, extension. Permit proposed. Various commodities 
from and to points in Pa., Ind., Md., Mich., N. J., N. Y., O. 
and W. Va. 


Washington (Spokane)—-MC 7746, Sub. 8, United Truck 
Lines, Inc., extension. Certificate proposed. General com- 
modities, with exceptions, between points in Washington within 
15 miles of Spokane, including Spokane. 

New York (Geneva)—MC 5060, Sub. 1, Geneva Moving 
& Storage Co., Inc. Certificate proposed. General commodi- 
ties between Geneva and points in Seneca county and those 
in Ontario county on and east of the north and south line ex- 
tending through Gorham and Clifton Springs, N. Y. 
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Minimum Motor Rates 


Abandonment of the procedure in minimum rate cases— 
except in New England territory—whereby changes in rates are 
sought by petitions for modifications of sweeping miniimum 
rate orders is urged in a brief filed with the Commission by 
the National Industrial Traffic League. 

The brief was filed in response to the orders entered by 
the Commission in Ex Parte MC 20, Trunk Line Territory 
Motor Carrier Rates, Ex Parte MC 21, Central Territory Motor 
Carrier Rates, Ex Parte MC 22, New England Motor Carrier 
Rates, and Ex Parte MC 23, Midwestern Motor Carrier Fates, 
requiring parties to show cause why the effectiveness o! the 
orders heretofore entered prescribing minimum rates should not 
be suspended. 

The League at its special meeting at Cincinnati Apvil 14 
directed the filing of the brief. Excepting the New England case, 
Ex Parte MC 22, the League said the minimum rate orders in 
Ex Parte MC 20, 21 and 23 should be vacated. It said, in effect, 
that the procedure complained of was no longer necessary and 
that hereafter whenever motor carriers considered changes in 
rates were desirable they should simply file schedules naming 
the new increased or reduced rates, with the expectation that 
if these rates were considered in anywise improper they might 
be challenged by protest and subject to suspension. 

“This is the procedure so long followed under part I of the 
act, with results that have redounded to the credit of the Com- 
mission and have given satisfaction to shippers and to railroads 
as well,” says the brief. 

“Unfortunately, in the efforts to stabilize motor carrier 
rates there have been many incidents and occurrences which 
have challenged attention of shippers and others as very closely 
approaching violations of the fundamental principles of the 
Sherman anti-trust act, amounting to agreements, and, legally 
speaking, conspiracies in restraint of commerce. Certainly, 
carriers desiring to make changes in individual rates have been 
greatly hampered by the influence of other motor carriers or 
officials of organized and incorporated motor carrier bureaus, 
at least so it has seemed. Unfortunately, there have been 
criticisms to the effect that Commission orders in minimum 
rate cases and pressure at times from the Bureau of Motor 
Carriers have contributed to a situation leading to such criti- 
cisms. 

“The League urges that the statutory procedure and the 
ordinary processes of the Commission should be adhered to in 
future and that the time of emergency has passed requiring 
sweeping minimum rate orders as distinguished from that type 
of specific minimum rate orders which has long been conven- 
tional in regulation of railroad rates.” 

Discussing the New England case and the League’s con- 
tention that the orders therein should not be suspended or 
vacated, the brief said that at first blush it might appear there 
was some inconsistency in this position. 

In New England territory, it said, however, it appeared 
that, unlike other territories covered by these series of pro- 
ceedings, the prevailing rate structure generally speaking pur- 
ported to reflect the cost, circumstances and conditions of motor 
carriers transportation and was not designed broadly to con- 
form and adhere to the prevailing railroad rate level. It said 
there was serious doubt indeed of the correctness of the premise 
as to New England rates that the need for an order to halt 
destructive rate cutting or destructive rate proposals had ex- 
pired. It seemed highly desirable, said the League, that consid- 
eration be given to the adoption of the proposed report by 
Examiner Cromwell Warner in that case, with or without modi- 
fications, because only in that way could the carriers and ship- 
pers have the benefit of final pronouncement of the Commission 
as to the general propriety of the New England rate structure. 


PRIVATE TRUCKERS AND DRIVERS’ LOGS _ 

A hearing on petitions of the National Council of Private 
Motor Truck Owners, Inc., and the Eastern Meat Packers Ass0- 
ciation, in Ex Parte MC 3, In the Matter of Need for Establish- 
ing Reasonable Requirements to Promote Safety of Operation 
of Motor Vehicles Used in Transporting Property by Private 
Carriers, was to have been held May 5 in Washington, before 
Examiner William T. Croft, but failed to materialize as the 
Commission that day permitted the petitioners to withdraw 
their petitions, without prejudice. ae 

The petitioners sought modification of the Commissions 
order in Ex Parte MC 3 with respect to safety regulations 
under which truck drivers who also served as salesmen for the 
petitioners were required to keep drivers’ logs. It was the pos! 
tion of the petitioners that that requirement imposed a hardship 
on such drivers. Shortly before the hearing date, the petition- 
ers asked the Commission for leave to withdraw their petitions 
temporarily, saying that those who were scheduled to testify 
at the hearing would be unable to appear at this time becaus¢ 
of pressure of other business, and the Commission grante 
that request. 
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Yardage Charges on Live Stock 


Congress had provided that the Secretary of Agriculture 
was the forum in which the charges and practices complained of 
by the packers might be questioned, and the Commission was 
“quite right” in refusing to trespass on its jurisdiction, said an 
opinion of the Supreme Court of the United States, delivered 
May 4 by Justice Jackson, in No. 595, Swift & Co. and Omaha 
Packing Co., appellants, vs. United States of America and 
Interstate Commerce Commission et al. 

The Supreme Court thus affirmed a decision of a federal 
three-judge court for the northern Illinois district, which had 
dismissed the suit of the packers for a decree annulling the 
Commission’s order denying the relief sought by the packers. 

The packers contended that failure of the defendant rail- 
roads to afford egress for “direct shipments” of live stock de- 
livered by those carriers to the Chicago Union Stock Yards 
(operated by the Union Stock Yard & Transit Co.) without 
payment by the packers of yardage charges imposed by the 
Union Stock Yard & Transit Co., under tariffs filed with the 
Secretary of Agriculture pursuant to the packers and stock- 
yards act, was contrary to law and resulted in an unreason- 
able practice. On appeal, they claimed that the court below 
erred in failing to uphold that contention. 

Justice Douglas wrote a dissenting opinion, in which Chief 
Justice Stone and Justice Murphy concurred. 

The majority opinion said that ‘direct shipments” referred 
to live stock consigned directly to a packer at the Union Stock 
Yards, as distinguished from a shipment consigned to a com- 
mission merchant at the stockyards for sale. Cars containing 
the live stock, it said, were placed at unloading or chute pens 
of the yard company by the railroad employes and the stock 
was then unloaded and placed in the pens by employes of the 
yard company. For this unloading, it noted, the yard company 
was paid at published tariff rates ($1.25 a single deck car and 
$1.50 a double deck car) by the railroads, which absorbed the 
charge out of their line-haul rates. 


“The packers desire immediately to take their consignments 
from these unloading pens and insist that they desire no further 
services, and, of course, desire to incur no further charges,” the 
majority opinion said. 

After observing that the yardage charges imposed by the 
yard company varied from 10 cents to 45 cents a head of stock, 
it continued: 


The packers say that they desire none of these services, such as 
weighing, watering, feeding or holding, which yardage charges com- 
pensate, and desire only to move their stock immediately from the un- 
loading pens to the public streets without payment of the yardage 
charges. Contending that it is their legal right so to obtain delivery, 
the packers made sufficient demand upon the Yard Company and upon 
the railroad companies for immediate and free delivery of their stock 
from the unloading pens. This was refused, and yardage charges have 
been paid to the Yard Company under protest. ... 


Under section 15 (5) of the interstate commerce act, said 
the majority opinion, the propriety of the yardage charges in 
the present case was a question for decision by the Commission 
in the exercise of its judgment, and not for decision according 
to any fixed rule of law. 

With respect to the question whether the yard company’s 
unloading pens were suitable points at which to terminate the 
duties of carriers to consignees and points where the consignees 
entered into a relationship with someone other than the carriers. 
the majority opinion said, in part: 


The interests of the public and of the community are entitled to 
consideration. This transportation is of a special kind of property on 
the hoof which calls for special handling in the interests of economy, 
safety, sanitation, and health. The Commission has found that ‘‘the evi- 
dence fails to disclose how, as a practical matter, an annual volume 
of 30,000 carloads of live stock could be discharged into and handled 
through the public streets of Chicago.”’ 

_ The existence and suitability of alternative facilities for delivery of 
live stock were consideréd by the Commission. . . . It does not appear, 
however, that the existence or adequacy of alternative facilities for 
delivery at other points is particularly important in the case, because 
the shipments involved are consigned to the packers at the Union Stock 
Yards by their own choice. It does not appear that they are demanding 


- a of other facilities, and the case has not been considered in 
at light. ... 


_ The opinion recited the history of stock yard operations 
in Chicago, showing that thé packers entered into an agree- 
ment with the Union Stock Yards after having threatened to 
move their plants from Chicago and to establish their own 
facilities for the receipt of live stock, and added: 


: For more than 70 years the responsibility of the railroads in re- 
spect of direct shipments consigned to the packers has ended with the 
hiloadin service. . . . It was the packers themselves who suppressed 
the competitive yards and alternative facilities for unloading their 
‘tock, . . . The Commission has held it to be a reasonable practice that 
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the railroads’ responsibility for transportation of such direct shipment 
consigned by the packers to themselves at the Union Stock Yards ends 
with unloading into the unloading pens, which it found to be suitable, 
and that the carriers’ failure to negotiate or purchase free egress for 
such shipments from the unloading pens has not resulted and does not 
result in an unreasonable practice. There is evidence to support the 
determination, and the decision of the administrative body charged with 
making it is therefore conclusive on this court. 


As to the appellants’ contention that the yard company, 
as the railroads’ agent, provided terminal facilities for live stock 
delivery that was a part of the railroads’ obligation and that 
the Commission therefore could exercise jurisdiction on the 
question of providing egress for such shipments, Justice Jack- 
son said: 


If the Yard Company is in the dual position of being at once the 
agent of the carriers for the unloading of the stock and the principal in 
rendering any subsequent services, so it is under dual regulatory 
schemes and authorities. In so far as it is an agency in transportation, 
it is subject to the interstate commerce act and to the control of the 
Interstate Commerce Commission. In so far as it performs stockyard 
services, it is subject to the packers and stockyards act and to the 
regulation of the Secretary of Agriculture. The statutes clearly dis- 
close an intention that jurisdiction of the Secretary of Agriculture over 
stockyard services shall not overlap that of the Commission over trans- 
portation. The boundary between the two is the place where transpor- 
tation ends, and in this case that is established to be the unloading pens. 

The Union Stock Yards are a public utility. . . . Neither the . 
Commission nor this Court can assume that the charges or practices 
of that utility are unfair or unreasonable. . . . Nor can the Commis- 
sion or this Court assume that if unreasonable practices or charges are 
imposed by this utility the Secretary of Agriculture would fail to cor- 
rect them upon an appropriate complaint in a proceeding to which 
the Yard Company is a party and may defend its practices for itself 
. . . Congress has established an appropriate forum in which any com- 
plaint of the packers against the real party in interest may be heard 
and any lawful grievances adjusted, and the Commission was quite 
right in refusing to trespass upon its jurisdiction. . . 


The decision noted that Armour & Co. was allowed to 
intervene in the case because it was at the time litigating in 
the courts a similar complaint, subsequently passed on by the 
Supreme Court in Armour & Co. vs. Alton Railroad Co., 312 
U. S. 195. It observed that the total annual average rail 
movement to the Union Stock Yards was 94,629 carloads. 

Justice Douglas, in his dissenting opinion, said the ques- 
tion in this case was not where the transportation ended, but 
what the particular transportation service included; that a 
railroad could not lawfully exact from a passenger who had 
alighted on the station platform an extra charge for passing 
through the station to the street, because, although the trans- 
portation ended at the platform, the transportation service 
included free egress from the station; that that principle was 
applicable and controlling here; that the case of Covington 
Stock-Yards Co. vs. Keith, 139 U. S. 128, which arose prior to 
the interstate commerce act, applied that principle to the 
delivery of live stock at such yards, and that, “so far as I am 
aware,” the Covington case had never been overruled. 


ELKINS ACT VIOLATIONS 


According to information received by Secretary Bartel, 
three grape shippers, Jacob Krasnow of Manteca, Calif., and 
Daniel Arena and Tom Strangio of Modesto, Calif., have entered 
pleas of guilty to indictments charging violation of section 
10 (a3) of part I of the interstate commerce act, in the federal 
court for the northern California district, at Sacramento. Kras- 
now was fined a total of $500 and was placed on probation for 
three years; Arena was fined a total of $750 and was placed 
on probation for three years; and the court deferred imposi- 
tion of sentence against Strangio until May 13. A charge of 
conspiracy between Tom Strangio and Al Strangio to violate 
the act was dismissed. 

The defendants were charged with understating the weights 
of carload shipments of juice grapes shipped from Manteca and 
Modesto to eastern destinations, by making misrepresentations 
on railroad shipping orders concerning the size of the wooden 
lug boxes used. 


ROCK ISLAND REORGANIZATION 

Marcus L. Bell, attorney for the debtor in the Chicago, 
Rock Island and Pacific reorganization case, filed a brief in 
the federal district court at Chicago, May 7, asking the court 
to send the Commission-approved reorganization plan back to 
the Commission for findings of value as to the various sec- 
tions of the company’s property. If the plan were adopted, the 
brief said, “no sane investor will ever be tempted to buy the 
securities of the new company.” ‘The Commission, it said, had 
failed to consider the effect of federal revenue laws in pre- 
scribing a capitalization under which holders of new preferred 
stock would receive no dividends in a normal year. Under 1941 
tax rates, it would require earnings of more than $26,000,000 
to pay full dividends on new preferred stock, and under prob- 
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able new higher income tax rates the situation for stockholders 
would be much morse, it said, adding that the plan “leads in- 
evitably to another bankruptcy, in that it fails to provide ade- 
quate means for obtaining new capital.” 

In addition, the brief said, a proper plan should preserve 
existing total capitalization as far as possible; should treat 
the Reconstruction Finance Corporation on the basis of the 
debtor’s obligation to it, rather than on the basis of collateral 
held by the R. F. C., and should take into account the improved 
income situation of the railroad. 

Permission to file the brief was granted by the court fol- 
lowing the Commission’s recent supplementary report describ- 
ing the basis for its approval of allocation of new securities 
under the plan (see Traffic World, April 18, p. 1027). 


Joint Rail-Water Rates on Rice 


Coastwise steamship lines, respondents in the proceeding, 
were not providing any coastwise transportation service on 
rice, and therefore it was impossible for them to ‘maintain the 
requisite statutory burden of proof” with respect to proposed 
rates operating “in vacuo,” said a brief of the Secretary of 
Agriculture, in support of his protest, in I! and S. No. 5083 
and Sub. No. 1, Rice, Southwest to North Atlantic Ports, 
against the cancellation by the respondent steamship lines of 
joint through rates on rice and rice products from origin points 
in Louisiana, Texas and Arkansas via rail carriers to Gulf 
ports, New Orleans and west, then via the respondent steamship 
lines to the north Atlantic coast ports of New York, Boston, 
Philadelphia and Baltimore. 

The brief said the attempted cancellation came about 
through withdrawal by respondents of their concurrences with 
J. R. Peel, tariff publishing agent for the originating railroads 
of the southwest. It said cancellation of the joint through rates 
was published in Agent Peel’s tariff I. C. C. 3367, effective De- 
cember 1, 1941; that suspension was requested by the Secretary 
of Agriculture and “others representing rice producers and 
millers of the southwestern states,” and that hearing was held 
at New Orleans on February 20 and 21, before Examiner H. W. 
Archer. It said there was not, at the time of the hearing, 
nor at the present time, any northbound coastwise service on 
rice. 

“The evidence adduced at the hearing will, in all probabil- 
ity, bear no pertinent relation to the situation which will ob- 
tain following the resumption of coastwise service at which 
time the rates proposed by the respondents would become ef- 
fective,” said the brief. “Evidence adduced at the hearing 
was addressed to a situation existing only in theory. 
There is no service; it is impossible to determine whether rates 
based upon something which does not exist are reasonable or 
whether such rates are consistent or inconsistent with the pub- 
lic interest. . .” 

The record showed, said the brief, that the joint rates 
now in effect were 42 cents and 50 cents for the Louisiana- 
Texas and Arkansas groups, respectively, as against 24 cents 
and 311% cents obtaining for those groups in 1933. The sus- 
pended combination rates, it added, represented increases 
ranging upward from 100 per cent of the 1933 levels. Such 
additional increases, it said, would place an unreasonable and 
unwarranted burden on shippers. 

A brief on behalf of protesting rice interests in Louisiana 
and Arkansas contended that the action taken to cancel the 
joint through commodity rate from the southwest to the At- 
lantic seaboard was a “sneak” move on the part of the “rem- 
nants of the coastwise service to accomplish something, while 
their competitors have been temporarily removed from the 
scene.” It said the respondents had submitted no evidence in 
support of the proposed combination rates, and that the Com- 
mission therefore was without foundation to change the joint 
through rate “in view of the port-to-port rates not being in 
issue.” Parties to the brief were: Louisiana State Rice Mill- 
ing Co., Ine.; Jonesboro Rice Mill; Jonesboro Freight Bureau; 
Mouton Rice Mill Co.; Arkansas Rice Traffic Bureau; Arkansas 
Rice Growers’ Cooperative Association, and Southwest Louisi- 
ana Traffic Bureau. 


EXPRESS CAR DETENTION TIME 


The Commission’s board of suspension has received a let- 
ter, treated by it as a petition for suspension, from the United 
Freight Fruit & Vegetable Association, of Chicago, Tll., asking 
for postponement for 30 days of an amendment to rule 24-A 
in supplement No. 28 to Railway Express Agency official ex- 
press classification No. 32, I. C. C. No. 1400, reducing car 
detention time without charge to 24 hours, computed from 
the first 7:00 a. m. after placement of car, and assessing a 
penalty charge of $10 for each of the first two days in excess 
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. such time and a penalty charge of $15 for each succeeding 
ay. 

It asked postponement to enable the industry to confer 
with the express people to settle the matter amicably. The 
association said it was informed the rule was amended to con- 
form to the national demurrage tariffs “without consultation 
with the fresh fruit and vegetable industry,” but that “the facts 
of the matter” were that those tariffs still provided 48 hours for 
unloading all railroad freight. It said it was hard to visualize 
that a “punitive” demurrage charge would accomplish speedier 
release of express equipment when it was considered that ex- 
press shipments carried an “exceedingly high’ rate. 


PACKERS’ SUITS FOR OVERCHARGES 


Thirty-one suits have been filed in the federal court at 
Chicago by Armour and Company, Swift and Company, Cudahy 
Packing Company, and Wilson and Company against 12 western 
railroads in which the packing companies seek a total of about 
$500,000 for overcharges allegedly made by the defendants in 
connection with movements, between May 1, 1939, and July 31, 
1940, of carload lots of fresh meats from the plaintiffs’ Missouri 
River packing houses to eastern destination points. The 
plaintiffs allege that the defendants assessed and collected 
charges based on local rates from the points of origin to Chi- 
cago, unlawfully failing to apply lower proportional rates con- 
tained in Western Trunk Line Tariff 1-X, naming Chicago as 
an intermediate point. 


FREIGHT RATE INCREASES 


The Commission, by an order in Ex Parte 148, has denied 
petitions seeking changes with respect to the authorized in- 
creases on sand (other than glass or moulding), and animals 
and products. The petitions were filed by the National Indus- 
trial Sand Association, the Glass Container Association of 
America and the American National Livestock Association and 
— (see Traffic World, April 11, p. 999, and April 18, p. 
1039). 


B. & P. REORGANIZATION 


The Hanover Fire Insurance Co. of New York, an inter- 
vener in Finance No. 12131, Boston & Providence Railroad 
Corporation Reorganization, has asked the Commission to deter- 
mine the values of the properties of the B. & P., and certify 
same to the court in its report on the plan for reorganization 
of the B. & P. The insurance company declares that the Com- 
mission has so far proceeded without any determination of value 
and — its recommendations of March 22, 1940, on a deficient 
record. 


SAFETY HEARING CANCELED 


Petitions filed in Ex Parte MC-3, need for establishing rea- 
sonable requirements to promote safety of operation of motor 
vehicles used in transporting property by private carriers, hav- 
ing been withdrawn the Commission canceled the hearing in 
that proceeding set for May 5, at Washington, before Examiner 
Croft. The petitions which had caused the hearing to be as- 
signed were filed by the National Council of Private Motor 
Truck Owners, Inc., and Eastern Meat Packers Association. 
They asked for reconsideration and modification of the order 
entered in this proceeding dated September 30, 1940. 





M. P. REORGANIZATION EXPENSES 
The Commission, by division 4, in Finance No. 9918, Mis- 
souri Pacific Co. Reorganization, has certified that in the sub- 
mission of the plan of reorganization of the Missouri Pacific 
to creditors and stockholders, it incurred expenses in an ag- 
gregate amount of $1,567.73, to be borne by the debtor’s estate. 


TAMPA NORTHERN REORGANIZATION 
The Commission, by division 4, in No. 13500, Tampa North- 
ern Railroad Co. Reorganization, has ratified the appointment 
by the district court for the southern district of Florida of 
George G. Thomas, as trustee of the property of the debtor. 


EXCURSIONS DISCONTINUED 

The Pennsylvania Railroad, the Reading Company, and the 
Pennsylvania-Reading Seashore Lines announce that, due to 
government demands on the railroads for passenger transporta- 
tion and heavy rail travel generally resulting from war-time 
production efforts, it will be necessary to discontinue immedi- 
ately one-day excursions between Philadelphia, Camden, and 
the South Jersey coast resorts. 





You may either write or wire our Washington office 
for information concerning matters in any department 
of the government there, if you are a subscriber to 
THE DAILY TRAFFIC WORLD. 
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° ee 
Miscellaneous Decisions 
Cases Recently Decided by State and Federal Courts 
(Digests taken from Reporters and Digests of National Reporter System, 


published by West Publishing Company, St. Paul, Minn. 
Copyright, 1942, by West Publishing Company.) 





REGULATION OF COMMON CARRIERS 


(Supreme Court of Illinois.) When there is no conflict in 
the evidence, a motion for a finding or directed verdict presents 
a “question of law’ as to what judgment shall be entered on the 
facts in the record, and whether the facts sustain the plaintiff’s 
cause of action or the defense is a question of law which is pre- 
served for review in the Supreme Court by such motion. 

In action to recover freight charges where there was no 
controversy as to the facts, plaintiff’s motion for a finding and 
judgment in favor of plaintiff properly raised question as to 
whether plaintiff was entitled to judgment upon the facts as a 
“question of law” and decision of the Appellate Court on that 
question could be reviewed in the Supreme Court. 

While rights and liabilities of shippers as to rates and 
amounts of charges made are governed by federal laws relat- 
ing to interstate commerce as interpreted by federal courts, 
the Interstate Commerce Act does not purport to determine 
upon whom liability to pay transportation charges shall fall, 
which is a matter of “contract” in no way controlled by such 
act. Interstate Commerce Act Sec. 1 et seq., 49 U. S. C. A. 
Sec. 1 et seq. 

Where original agreement required consignee to pay freight 
charges, and shipment was reconsigned to consignee at another 
place prepaid subject to sight draft with written order attached, 
and because of mistake made by railroad’s agent in sending 
shipment to reconsignee under collect bill of lading, consignee 
ordered that shipment be released without surrender of written 
order, and agreed with agent that freight charges should be 
collected at place of reconsignment, consignee could not escape 
liability for freight charges on ground that railroad should have 
collected charges before delivering shipment. (Alton R. Co. vs. 
Gillarde, 40 N. E. Rep. 2d 727). 





(Supreme Court of Arkansas.) A contract between a cor- 
poration engaged in manufacturing products from wood and a 
railroad, whereby corporation agreed to use railroad for ship- 
ping its finished products and railroad agreed to reduce its 
freight rates on incoming shipments of rough lumber, and an 
indemnity bond executed as an incident of contract for protec- 
tion of railroad, were supported by valuable “consideration.” 
(Johnston vs. Missouri Pac. R. Co., 160 S. W. Rep. 2d 39.) 





Motor Act Prosecutions 


(Digests of statements issued by the Secretary of the Commis- 
sion concerning prosecutions, in federal courts, for violations of 
motor carrier provisions of the interstate commerce act or of Com 
mission rules and regulations thereunder, appea) below.) 


Maine district, at Portland. Wings Express, Inc., of 
Haverhill, Mass., a motor common carrier, and Venus Shoe Man- 
wacturing Co., of Auburn, Me., a shipper, were fined $200 and 
$300, respectively, April 30 on pleas of guilty to an information 
charging the carrier with having had delivered to the shipper 
at Auburn 24 shipments consigned from various points, without 
lst having collected the tariff rates and charges from the 
chipper, and charging the shipper with aiding and abetting in 
the offense. 

; Connecticut district. Moskowitz Motor Transportation Co., 
4 CO-partnership composed of Max Moskowitz and George 
‘imonowitz of Jewett City, Conn., a motor common carrier of 
broperty, was assessed fines totaling $747 after it had entered 
aplea of guilty to two informations charging it with engaging 
i interstate operations over certain routes without common 
‘arrier authority, with offering, granting and giving rate con- 
“ssions, with extending credit to shippers beyond the period 
allowed under the Commission’s regulations, and, as principal, 
with fraudulently seeking to evade and defeat regulation. An- 
nlo Gauthier, of Jewett City, general manager of Jewett City 
‘tucking Co., a motor common carrier, was fined $252 after 
ne had entered a plea of guilty to a charge of aiding and 
abetting the Moskowitz Motor Transportation Co. in fraudu- 
‘ently seeking to evade and defeat regulation. 

__ Wesiern Pennsylvania district. Ora O. Coomler, dba Trans- 
port Motor Express, of Fort Wayne, Ind., was fined $760 and 
“sts on entry of his plea of nolo contendere to all counts of a 
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criminal information charging him with transporting property 
in interstate commerce as a common carrier without requisite 
operating authority. 

Eastern Virginia district, at Norfolk. Charles O. Tysor, 
dba Princess Anne Motors Transportation, was fined $950 May 
4, $250 of which was required to be paid, the balance being 
suspended and defendant placed on probation for 3 years, on 
plea of guilty to transporting property without authority, with- 
out lawfully applicable rates on file therefor, with offering, 
granting and giving rate concessions, and with failure to issue 
freight or expense bills. 

Middle Pennsylvania district, at Harrisburg. Thomas F. 
Palmer, dba Palmer Transfer, of Moscow, Pa., was fined $750 
May 4 on a plea of guilty to a 30-count information charging 
operation as a common carrier without authority, engaging in 
such transportation without rates and charges on file with the 
Commission, failure to show on freight and expense bills infor- 
mation required, and failure to make and keep final entries in 
general ledger as prescribed for Class I common and contract 
carriers of property. The fine was imposed on 15 counts, sen- 
tence as to the remaining counts being suspended and defendant 
placed on probation for 3 years. 

Maine district, at Portland. Bon-A-Fide Mills, Inc., of 
Lisbon, Me., a shipper, was fined $5,000 May 5, all of which was 
required to be paid, on a plea of guilty to soliciting and re- 
ceiving in 1939 and 1940 rebates on shipments of linoleum and 
oilcloth carpeting felt base from Lisbon and Winthrop, Me., 
to points in other states, from Griggs-Turner Co., Inc., a motor 
common carrier. 

Middle Pennsylvania district, at Harrisburg. Hershey 
Creamery Co., of Harrisburg, was fined $1,250 May 4 on pleas 
of nolo contendere to informations charging it with aiding and 
abetting J. Marlin Burkholder, of Franklin county, Pa., in 
operating as a common carrier without authority, without rates 
on file, and with soliciting, accepting and receiving rate con- 
cessions from Burkholder. Burkholder was previously fined 
$1,250 for engaging in the unlawful operations and with grant- 
ing the rate concessions. 

Middle Georgia district, at Macon. K & L Transportation 
Co., Inc., was fined $1,000 May 5 on its plea of guilty to operat- 
ing as a common carrier without authority. 





Petroleum Transportation 


Tank car movement of oil into the east coast averaged 
964,750 barrels a day in the week ended April 25, according 
to Petroleum Coordinator Ickes. This was a decrease of 5.7 
per cent under the preceding week, when movement averaged 
599,500 barrels daily and established an all-time high record 
for the seventh consecutive week. The drop in carloadings for 
the east coast was attributed to the fact that part of the tank 
cars used to establish the high record of the previous week had 
not had time to return for the loading points and to adverse 
weather conditions. Oil shipments from California to the Pa- 
cific northwest, however, set a new record for the second suc- 
cessive week, increasing 22 per cent over the preceding week— 
from 23,980 barrels daily to 29,314 barrels daily. 


Coordinator Ickes announced that the President had au- 
thorized changing the designation of the ‘Office of Petroleum 
Coordinator for National Defense” to the “Office of Petroleum 
Coordinator for War.” 

Suggestions have been made in the Senate that Congress 
appropriate money for construction of wooden barges to trans- 
port gasoline and fuel oil by inland waterways to eastern points. 

That 44,000 tank cars were now engaged in transporting 
petroleum and its products to the eastern seaboard states, that 
efforts were now being made to obtain 10,000 to 15,000 more 
tank cars for this transportation, that possibilities of increasing 
the volume of oil moved over inland waterway routes were 
slight, and that the time was near when petroleum could be 
transported without any dependence on tankers were state- 
ments made by Petroleum Coordinator Ickes, May 4, in a hear- 
ing before the petroleum subcommittee of the House committee 
on interstate and foreign commerce. 


Mr. Ickes said it was “almost exactly” ten weeks since 
he had last appeared before the committee, to testify concern- 
ing the eastern seaboard oil situation, that the situation then 
was not good, and that since then it had become worse. As of 
February 14, he said, inventories of crude oil and petroleum 
products were 7,521,000 barrels below what they had been a 
year before, and on April 11, he added, those inventories had 
— to 15,218,000 barrels below what they had been a year 

efore. 

“Thanks to the perfectly amazing achievements of the oil 
companies and the railroads,” he said, “approximately 600,000 
barrels of oil daily moved by tank car into the east coast dur- 
ing the week ended April 18. An additional 175,000 barrels is 
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moved to the east coast by other overland or safe water trans- 
portation. Thus, there is a daily supply of nearly 800,000 
barrels of petroleum or petroleum products which can be trans- 
ported overland or by safe water routes to the Atlantic sea- 
board. Against this supply, it is estimated that we face a 
demand—after allowing for present restrictions on gasoline 
and fuel consumption—of approximately 1,200,000 barrels daily. 
... This means that we are still 400,000 barrels per day short of 
our goal, which is to build up these substitute facilities to the 
point where we can, if necessary, be entirely independent of 
ocean transportation for the duration of the war... .” 


Continuing, he said: 


The greatest help in achieving this independence of tanker ship- 
ments has come, so far—and will necessarily continue to come—from 
railway tank cars. We do not know, of course, what the ultimate ca- 
pacity of the railroads to move these cars will be. Since the experts 
themselves, disagree, I assure you that I have no intention of attempting 
a forecast. . . . We are, as rapidly as possible, utilizing all methods of 
transportation to the fullest possible degree. Transport trucks have al- 
ready been put to use to an unprecedented degree on short hauls to 
take the place of tank cars. The Petroleum Industry War Council... . 
has worked out a far-reaching program of pipeline development which 
involves, among other things, the digging up and relocating of more 
than 1,400 miles of second hand pipe. . . . A comprehensive barge pro- 
gram is under way—a program which, it is hoped, will more than dou- 
ble the shipments over our inland waterways. 

Much of the movement by these overland facilities is a combina- 
tion operation: that is, the oil will move part way by pipeline and the 
rest of the way by tank car or barge, or both. So, it is virtually im- 
possible to break down the amounts shipped by the individual facili- 
ss, ew 


Mr. Ickes said the willingness of the oil industry to co- 
operate in the efforts of his office to maintain a high level of 
petroleum supplies in all parts of the nation, by spending “vast 
sums of money out of pocket” for the “costly overland move- 
ment” had been one of the most praiseworthy examples of 
government-industry teamwork that he had ever witnessed. 
For example, he said, to enable essential industries to keep 
running, these oil companies had bought heavy oil in Texas 
for 85 cents a barrel, paid $1.65 to ship it, and sold it for $1.80 a 
barrel, “a loss of 70 cents per barrel.” He said another “for- 
midable addition” to the oil companies’ costs had arisen from 
the “tremendous” increase in war risk insurance rates for the 
shipments still being made by tanker. 


He said the petroleum refining industry must be adjusted 
to situation where fuel oils became more and more essential 
to the war requirements, while motor gasoline became less 
important. The matter of price, he added, was a major factor 
“in determining whether we shall or shall not be able to con- 
quer our present supply difficulties.” He said he was confident 
that Price Administrator Henderson would give sympathetic 
assistance in this phase. Price ceilings established by O. P. A., 
he said, made allowance for freight rate increases, but did not 
allow for increased war risk insurance costs and other added 
expense items. 

Answering a question by Chairman Lea, of the House com- 
mittee, who presided in the absence of Chairman Cole of the 
oil subcommittee, Mr. Ickes said he had no suggestions to make 
for amendment of the pipeline law enacted last year. After 
Chairman Lea had read a letter from the Pittsburgh, Pa., 
Chamber of Commerce, stating that there was a surplus of 
gasoline in that city and asking that it be not included in the 
Atlantic seaboard gasoline rationing area, Mr. Ickes said that 
such surplus supplies would be drawn eastward and that the 
rationing area boundary accordingly would be moved eastward 
to include only territory in which there was an inadequate 
supply. 

To a question by Representative Sanders, of Louisiana, as 
to the possibilities of further development of inland waterways 
and greater use of barges, Mr. Ickes said that, taking into 
account all the rivers, he did not see enough possibility of 
expansion in that direction to “solve our troubles.” Wooden 
barges, he said, could not be built so that they would not per- 
mit seepage, and, he added, they would be a tremendous fire 
hazard. He said a proposal to build wooden barges with steel 
“linings” inside, for transporting oil, had been discussed, but 
that they would require nearly as much steel as all-steel barges. 
Concrete barges were being built by the Maritime Commis- 
sion, but they, too, permitted seepage, he continued. 

“What we're asking for,” he said, “is to get wooden barge 
construction under way; then we plan to use them for dry 
cargoes and to use the steel barges for oil.” 


Deputy Coordinator Davies, to whom Mr. Ickes referred 
another question, said that on the Pacific coast one natural 
gas pipe line had been converted to oil transportation, but 
that many natural gas lines could not be so converted because 
“industry needs gas, too.” 

William R. Boyd, Jr., president of the American Petro- 
leum Institute, said he subscribed “completely” to the testimony 
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by Mr. Ickes, and added that Mr. Ickes and his staff were doing 
everything possible to solve the oil problem. 


Transportation Statistics 


Though current assets of Class I railroads increased by 
over $455,000,000 from February, 1941, to February, 1942, as 
compared with an increase of current liabilities of not quite 
$252,000,000, the improvement of the current position of the 
roads was negligible, according to comment made by the Bureay 
of Statistics of the Commission in its monthly comment on 
transportation statistics, dated May 5. 

The ratio of current assets to current liabilities was 1.749 
to 1 at the end of February, 1942, as compared with 1.732 to 
at the end of February, 1941, said the bureau. 

“The failure of the current position to show greater im- 
provement in the face of an increase of 136.3 million dollars, 
or 18.3 per cent in cash and temporary cash investments and 
143.2 million dollars, or 40.1 per cent in materials and supplies 
may be attributed primarily to huge increases in the accrued 
tax liability,” said the bureau. 

“This increase amounted to 158.7 million dollars, or 74.7 per 
cent. As this item represents about 59 per cent of the total 
increase in current liabilities, it is obvious that the increase in 
the current position would have been considerably more favor- 
able except for this increase. It may be noted that the ratio 
of current assets to current liabilities, is much less significant 
in railroad than in industrial and commercial enterprise. Taxes, 
however, must be paid in cash. Although, as noted, there has 
been a very substantial improvement in the total amount of 
cash and temporary cash investments, the numerical increase in 
the amount of the tax liability substantially exceeded the in- 
crease in cash and temporary cash investments. Largely as a 
result of this situation, the ratio of cash to total current liabili- 
ties was lower at the end of February, 1942, than at the end of 
February of the preceding year. In 1941 cash including tem- 
porary cash investments was equivalent to 86 per cent of the 
total current liabilities but in 1942 it was equivalent to only 
79 per cent. Similarly, cash at the end of February, 1942, was 
equivalent to only about 2.4 times the tax liability as compared 
with about 3.5 times at the end of 1941. When all the foregoing 
conditions are taken into consideration, together with the out- 
look for increased taxes, it is not, perhaps, surprising to find 
that the dividend appropriations declined from nearly 23 mil- 
lion dollars for the first two months of 1941 to only a little over 
20 million dollars for January and February, 1942, a decrease 
of 12.19 per cent.” 

For the 12 months ended March, 1942, according to the 
bureau, operating revenues totaled $5,678,292,865, an amount 
greater than for any calendar year since 1929 when the total 
was $6,280,000,000. Freight revenue for the 12 months’ period 
was only 2.4 per cent less than in 1929. Passenger and express 
revenues, however, were 35 and 57.9 per cent less, respectively. 
The bureau observed that an increase in freight rates became 
effective March 18, 1942. 

In its comment on truck and bus statistics, the bureau, 
in part, said: 

Total operating revenues of Class I motor carriers of property 
reporting to the Commission amounted to $620,426,000 for the yea! 
1941, compared with $489,850,000 for 1940, a rise of 26.7 per cent. Total 
expenses rose 26.0 per cent, with net operating revenues increasing 
by 39.8 per cent, from $21,921,000 to $30,635,000. 

Operating results for the fourth quarter of 1941, however, con- 
trasted sharply with the overall results for the year. With revenues 
only 16.6 per cent above the fourth quarter of 1940 and expenses up 
20.4 per cent, an operating loss of $2,567,000 was incurred. This com- 
pares with an operating profit of $2,309,000 for the same quarter of 
1940. The more rapid rise in operating expenses was primarily at- 
tributable to the striking increase in terminal expenses. While all 
other expenses increased by only 16.5 per cent, terminal costs rose 
38.0 per cent. Had this last type of expense increased only at the 
same rate as all other expenses, the operating loss reported would have 
been converted into a profit of over $2,800,000. The exceptionally rapid 
growth in terminal costs was true of all districts and for the entire 
year 1941 as well as for the fourth quarter. 

The service performed by intercity trucks as measured by miles 
performed and tons hauled showed a slackened rate of growth after 
the middle of 1941, with a marked slump in the rate for the fourth 
quarter. ... 

It is interesting to note that the slackeneing rate of growth did not 
occur among the contract carriers until three months after it was 
experienced by common carriers. 


1940 RAIL STATISTICS 


The Commission has made public the text of the fifty-fourth 
annual report on the statistics of railways in the United States 
for the year ended December 31, 1940, prepared by its Bureau 
of Statistics. The report also includes selected data relating t0 
other common carriers, except motor carriers, subject to the 
interstate commerce act for the year 1940. Copies of the text 
may be obtained from the Superintendent of Documents, Wash- 
ington, at 45 cents each. 
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Great Lakes Grain Control 


Director Eastman, of the O. D. T., has banned all grain 
movement over the Great Lakes, except by special permit, 
from any port or point, in an order designed to assure cargo 
space for the preferential movement of iron ore. 

General Order No. 8, of the O. D. T., which becomes ef- 
fective May 15, brings under Mr. Eastman’s control approx- 
imately 340 ships with a gross carrying capacity of nearly 
3,000,000 tons, suited to ore cargo, and a number of mixed 
carriers used in scrap, coal and grain movement. 

The order specifically states that “unless first authorized 
by a general or a special permit issued by this office, no person 
shall operate or permit the operation of any vessel, which is 
capable of transporting iron ore, in the transportation of grain 
from any port, point, or place on the Great Lakes,” and asserts 
that the O. D. T. director will determine a vessel’s ore-carrying 
capabilities. 

To provide a check on the ships that are outside the ore 
trade, the order provides that no ship of any kind, without 
general or special permit of the O. D. T., shall transport grain 
from (a) any port, point, or place on Lake Michigan; (b) from 
Fort William or Port Arthur, Ontario, Canada, or from any 
other Canadian “port, point, or place on the Great Lakes.” 


“Diversion of grain tonnage to the railroads,’ Mr. East- 
man said, ‘will be necessary in order to assure maximum carry- 
ing capacity for iron ore. Certain readjustments will probably 
have to be made in railroad operations to handle the added 
burden, but thus far the railroads have met every freight 
emergency with remarkable efficiency. I am confident that I 
can count on them in this instance.” 


The prospect of an unprecedented movement of ore ton- 
nage, estimated at nearly 90,000,000 tons for the season, 
prompted the issuance of the order, Mr. Eastman explained. He 
indicated that a number of lake carriers had already taken 
steps to adjust their movements to conform with it. 

For the first time in the ore fleet’s history, Mr. Eastman 
pointed out, operations began in March of this year, and the 
fleet, up to May 1, had hauled 8,585,740 tons as compared 
with last year’s 6,954,793 for the same period, an increase of 
nearly 24 per cent. The April movement alone, according 
to Mr. Eastman’s figures, showed a 12 per cent rise over April, 
1941. 


General Order No. 8, in defining the type of vessel re- 
stricted from grain traffic, includes “any ship, whether or not 
self-propelled, having a gross register tonnage of 1,000 tons 
or more, documented under the laws of the United States or 
owned by a citizen of the United States, which transports 
or which is capable of transporting in bulk, but shall not 
include ships equipped with self-unloading devices.” There are 
35 of this latter class shown in the registry, according to the 
0. D. T. 


“Every person owning, controlling or operating a vessel 
on the Great Lakes, or their connecting or tributary waters,” 
the order provides, “‘shall prepare and maintain such records 
and make such reports as this office may hereafter require.” 

This section of the order includes all vessels whether used 
in ore transport or in the movement of any other cargo. The 
text of General Order No. 8 follows: 


By virtue of the authority vested in me by Executive Order No. 
6989, dated December 18, 1941, and by section 6 (8) of the Interstate 
Commerce Act, as amended, in order to attain the purposes of Certifi- 
cation of Necessity for Priority Action No. 1 of the War Production 
Board, in respect of iron ore movements on the Great Lakes, which 
attainment is essential to the successful prosecution of the war: 

‘ It is hereby ordered: That 

eC, 

02.1 Definitions 

02.2 General and special permits for transportation of grain 

302.3 Use of all available vessels for transportation of iron ore 
002.4 Records and reports; effective date. 

Authority: Sections 502.1 to 502.4, inclusive, issued under E.O. 8989, 

6 F. R. 6725. 

§502.1 Definitions. As used in this subpart: 

(a) The term ‘“‘person’’ means any individual, firm, copartnership, 
Corporation, company, association, joint stock association, or other 
form of legal entity, and includes any trustee, receiver, assignee, or 
personal representative thereof. 

(b) The term ‘‘vessel’’ means any ship, whether or not self-pro- 
Pelled, having a gross register tonnage of one thousand tons or more, 
documented under the laws of the United States or owned by a citizen 
of the United States, which transports or which is capable of trans- 
porting cargo in bulk, but shall not include ships equipped with self- 
Unloading devices. 

: $502.2. General and special permits for transportation of grain. 
ie and after the effective date set forth in §502.4, unless first au- 
orized by a general or special permit issued by this office no person 


shall operate or permit the operation of any vessel in the transporta- 
ton of grain: 
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(a) From any port, point, or place on Lake Michigan; 

(b) From Fort William or Port Arthur, Ontario, Canada, or 
from any other Canadian port, point, or piace on the Great Lakes. 

§502.3. Use of all available vessels for transportation of iron ore. 
From and after the effective date set forth in §502.4, unless first au- 
thorized by a general or special permit issued by this office, no person 
shall operate or permit the operation of any vessel which is capable 
of transporting iron ore, in the transportation of grain from or to any 
port, point, or place on the Great Lakes. The determination of whether 
any given vessel is or is not capable of transporting iron ore within 
the meaning of this section will be made by the Director of Defense 
Transportation and shall be final. 


$502.4. Records and reports: effective date. Every person owning, 
controlling, or operating a vessel on the Great Lakes or their con- 
necting or tributary waters, shall prepare and maintain such records 
and make such reports as this office may hereafter require and shall 


keep such records available for convenient inspection by accredited 
representatives of this office. 


This subpart shall become effective May 15, 1942. 
Lake Cargo Permits 


Director Eastman announced May 2 that he stood ready 
to set up a permit system to control and curtail Great Lakes 
shipments of grain, coal and other commodities, if such a 
program was necessary to assure cargo space for an unprece- 
dented seasonal movement of iron ore. 

Expressing grave concern over the ore transport problem, 
Mr. Eastman said that grain movements by water from upper 
lake ports would have to be curtailed, that port-to-port move- 
ments of coal on Lake Erie would probably have to be elimi- 
nated, and that the handling of other tonnage to other ports 
would have to be diminished in the interest of the ore move- 
ment. 

Mr. Eastman said he considered the situation of such seri- 
ousness that he had requested the War Shipping Administrator 
to exercise, on behalf of O. D. T., the powers necessary to 
control ore movements, including the power to requisition 
ships if such action became necessary. 

With 13,000,000 tons as the estimated ore tonnage for 
May shipment, Mr. Eastman stated that the division of industry 
operations of the War Production Board had directed the O. 
D. T. to give preference to the transportation of 88,000,000 long 
tons of ore in the 1942 season. Under the executive order 
creating O. D. T., the agency. is required to be governed as to 
the relative importance of deliveries required for war pur- 
poses, by “such instructions, certifications and directives” as 
may be issued by W. P. B., the announcement observes. 


0. D. T. Tank Car Control 


A nation-wide system of tank car control by the Office of 
Defense Transportation will become effective May 15 under 
general order O. D. T. No. 7 issued by Director Eastman. The 
order creates a section of tank car service in the O. D. T. 

On and after May 15 no railroad will be allowed to accept 
for transport any loaded tank car without special or general 
permission of the section of tank car service, except cars spe- 
cifically exempted by the order. 

An exception order issued simultaneously with the general 
order exempts cars used for transporting petroleum into 17 
eastern states and the District of Columbia and into two north- 
western states. 

The exception order (O. D. T. No. 7-1) also exempts cars 
used in hauling any commodity for a distance of more than 100 
miles over the shortest available published rail tariff route. 

The main order specifically exempts tank car shipments 
consigned by or to any government agency. 


In addition, all railroads, tank car owners, leasing com- 
panies or lessees must stand ready to move any or all tank cars 
in their possession to any point designated by the section of 
tank car service, regardless of any contractual arrangements 
already in force. 


‘Any person or firm may apply for special or general per- 
mission to move cars not exempted by the order by filling out 
forms to be provided by the section of tank car service. 


Such applications must show the extent to which other 
methods of transportation, including tank trucks, are available 
for the hauls involved, the efforts which have been made to 
obtain other means of transportation, and other information. 


In issuing special or general permits, the section of tank 
car service may specify commodities to be shipped, routes to 
be used, and other conditions of shipment. 

Where tank cars are operated under the direction of the 
section of tank car service, their owners are protected from 
claims of violation of existing contract with respect to the use 
of the cars. 

It also was emphasized that issuance of a special or general 
permit will not guarantee that a tank car will be available for 
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the service contemplated. Such a permit merely will authorize 
movement of such a car over the rails. ; 

The exception order specifically exempts the following ship- 
ments: 


1. Crude petroleum and petroleum products into the states of 
Maine, New Hampshire, Vermont, Massachusetts, Rhode Island, Con- 
necticut, New York, Pennsylvania, New Jersey, Delaware, Maryland, 
Virginia, West Virginia, North Carolina, South Carolina, Georgia, 
Florida, and the District of Columbia. 

2. Crude petroleum and petroleum products into the states of Wash- 
ington and Oregon. 

3. Any commodity billed to a point more than 100 miles from the 
shipping point by the shortest available published rail tariff route. 


In explaining the order, Mr. Eastman said: 


A shortage of tank cars exists by reason of the extraordinary de- 
mand upon railroad transportation to meet the needs of the public for 
petroleum products in the Eastern Seaboard Area and the States of Ore- 
gon and Washington. : 

Not only are tank cars in great demand for petroleum service, but 
they are required for chemicals and other liquids of critical importance 
to the successful prosecution of the war. There is, for example, a grow- 
ing production of alcohol used in the manufacture of powder. Tank 
cars must be provided in increasing numbers for transport of this vital 
commodity. 


Mr. Eastman said that the petroleum industry committees, 
working with Petroleum Coordinator Harold Ickes, had made 
great strides in stimulating the movement of tank cars into the 
Atlantic seaboard area. Said he: 


Just before Pearl Harbor petroleum products were reaching this 
area by tank car at the rate of 70,000 barrels a day. This figure has 
jumped to about 600,000 barrels a day. 

Approximately 44,000 cars are in this service in the Atlantic Sea- 
board area. Some of these have been borrowed from other service and 
some must be returned to other service as seasonal requirements demand. 

At the same time, steps must be taken to move an even greater 
volume of petroleum products into this vital area despite curtailment of 
tank car production. 

It is clear that the greatest possible efficiency must be attained in 
the use of the tank cars now available. 

Tank car efficiency depends not only upon expedited service by the 
railroads but to a very great degree upon the shippers themselves, for 
the shippers determine the origin points, the destinations, the volume 
and usually the routing. 

Detentions at points of origin and destination are definitely the 
responsibility of the shippers and consignees. Carefully and wisely 
planned movements can have the same effect as increasing the car 
supply. 

In fact, the saving of one car-day per trip for each tank car in pe- 
troleum service would be equivalent to adding 9,000 new tank cars to 
the present fleets. 

The demand for more tank cars for this or that service can be met 
only by putting every tank car, regardless of ownership, to its maxi- 
mum useful service. 

General Order No. 7 places all tank car movements on a general or 
special permit basis. For the time being, broad exemptions are made 
for movements of petroleum into the eastern seaboard area, into Wash- 
ington and Oregon and on movements of all commodities for distances 
of over 100 miles. 

Our division of motor transport is surveying the tank car situation 
in all areas, and wherever possible tank trucks are replacing tank cars, 
particularly for the shorter hauls. 

The rubber shortage may place a limit on this substitution, but in 
this immediate emergency, tank trucks are proving an invaluable aid 
in the transportation of essential liquids. 


The text of general order No. 7 follows: 


By virtue of the authority vested in me by Executive Order No. 
8989, dated December 18, 1941, and in order to make available tank cars 
and other transportation facilities and equipment for the preferential 
transportation of material of war and to prevent shortages of equip- 
ment required for such transportation, as contemplated by Section 
6 (§) of the Interstate Commerce Act, as amended; to conserve and 
providently utilize transportation facilities and service; to expedite the 
movement of commodities normally moving by tank cars, and to coordi- 
nate the operation and distribution of the Nation’s total tank car supply 
in order that maximum utilization may be obtained in the movement 
of such commodities, the attainment of which purpose is essential to the 
successful prosecution of the war: 

It Is Hereby Ordered: That 

500.9 Definitions 

500.10 Section of Tank Car Service established 

500.11 Permit required for movement of tank cars 

500.12 Application for permit for tank car equipment 

500.13 Tank cars subject to control of Section of Tank Car Service 

500.14 Reports to Section of Tank Car Service 

500.15 Compensation for use of tank cars 

Authority: Sections 500.9 to 500.15 inclusive, issued under E. O. 
8989. 6 F. R. 6725. 

§ 500.9 Definitions. As used herein: 

(a) ‘‘Person’’ shall include any individual, firm, co-partnership, cor- 
poration, company, association, joint stock association and any trustee, 
receiver, assignee or personal representative thereof. 

(b) “Common carrier by railroad’’ means a common carrier by 
railroad subject to the provisions of Part I of the Interstate Commerce 
Act, as amended, and any other rail carrier which is capable of trans- 
porting or does transport tank cars. 


TRAFFIC WORLD 


(c) ‘“‘Car leasing company’’ means any person who owns, or con- 
trols, tank cars other than a common carrier by railroad or a shipper 
owner. 

(d) “‘Shipper-owner’’ means any person, other than a common ear- 
rier by railroad or a car leasing company, who ships commodities in a 
tank car which he owns or leases. 

(e) ‘“‘Tank car’’ shall include all railroad tank cars capable of use 
in transporting any liquid, fluid or gas in bulk. 

$500.10 Section of Tank Car Service established. There is hereby 
established within the Office of Defense Transportation a Section of 
Tank Car Service. 

§ 500.11 Permit required for movement of tank cars. On and after 
the effective date hereof, no common carrier by railroad shall accept 
for shipment, forward or transport, any loaded tank car except as 
authorized by a general or special permit issued by the Section of Tank 
Car Service: Provided, however, That until further order no permit shall 
be required for the shipment by tank car of any commodity consigned 
by or to the United States Government or any department or agency 
thereof. The Section of Tank Car Service may grant reasonable excep- 
tions to the requirement of a general or special permit. 

§ 500.12 Application for permit for tank car shipment. Any person 
desiring to ship any commodity by tank car for which a permit is re- 
quired under this order may apply to the Section of Tank Car Service 
on forms provided by it for a general or special permit authorizing 
such shipment or shipments to be transported. Such applications shall 
show, among other facts, the extent to which other methods of trans- 
portation, including tank trucks, are available for the hauls involved 
and the efforts which have been made to procure other transportation 
service. General or special permits authorizing such movement by tank 
car issued by the Section of Tank Car Service, may specify commodi- 
ties to be shipped, routes to be used or other conditions of shipment. 

§ 500.13 Tank cars subject to control of Section of Tank Car Service, 
On and after the effective date hereof, every common carrier by rail- 
road, car leasing company, shipper-owner and lessee shall, upon direc- 
tion of the Section of Tank Car Service, cause any or all tank cars of 
which it may have possession or control to be moved to such loading 
points, for transportation of such commodity or commdities, to be as- 
signed for loading, to be loaded, unloaded or used in such service, at 
such times, over such route or routes, and under such conditions as the 
Section of Tank Car Service may direct, from time to time, notwith- 
standing any existing contract, lease or other commitment, express 01 
implied, for use or service other than that directed: Provided, however, 
That, except as required by a direction of the Section of Tank Car 
Service, this Order shall not be construed to cancel or modify any 
contract, lease or other agreement with respect to tank cars or rights 
arising out of tank car ownership. 

$500.14 Reports to Section of Tank Car Service. Every person own- 
ing, leasing, subleasing, loading, unloading or controlling the operation 
of a tank car, every common carrier and every car leasing company shall 
make such reports at such times as the Section of Tank Car Service 
shall require. 

§ 500.15 Compensation for Use of Tank Cars. Just compensation for 
the use of tank cars, pursuant to this Order, shall be paid by the rail 
carriers to the person entitled thereto, as provided by present or future 
tariffs, regulations or orders of competent governmental authority. 

This order shall become effective on the 15th day of May, 1942. Is- 
sued at Washington, D. C., this 4th day of May. 1942, 





SHORT LINES AND G. O. NO. 1 

“Short-line railroads, serving far-flung mountain, mining, 
and agricultural communities, are using their own methods to 
comply with O. D. T. general order No. 1,” Director Eastman 
said May 2 after a checkup on more than forty companies 
operating from two miles to 26 miles of track. 

“These small railroads, many of which own no cars at all, 
were among the first to provide the O. D. T. with a full report 
on their less-than-carload service, and their ability to meet 
general order No. 1’s six-ton minimum weight limit after May 
1 for this kind of freight,” he said. “The order provided excep- 
tions which would relieve the small roads of the weight limits 
when operating or other conditions made compliance difficult 
or impossible without imposing a hardship on patrons and 
shippers.” 

Rather than take advantage of the exceptions, however, 
a number of the lines, Mr. Eastman said, either put into service 
obsolete cars not permitted in interchange—sometimes borrow- 
ing this equipment from connecting roads—or cut down the 
daily service to two or three days a week. 

“In many remote sections, such as in the West Virginia 
mountains, and out on the Western deserts,” he continued, 
“these short lines provide the only means of freight haul by 
which farmers and miners may obtain necessities of life, and 
in all cases where these or similar conditions required, excep- 
tions from the minimum weight load have been granted.” 

Mr. Eastman stated that the cooperation of the short lines 
in attempting to attain the objectives of the order had been 
“uniformly gratifying.” 


CARE OF TRUCK TIRES 


Commissioner Rogers, director of the division of motor 
transport, O. D. T., has issued an appeal to truck drivers and 
owners to safeguard their present tire supply. Failure to take 
proper care of truck tires could produce a transportation _bottle- 
neck, said he. He urged truck operators to observe the O. D. T. 
conservation rules to insure the longest possible wear from tires. 
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May 9, 1942 


Rubber-Borne Transport Control 


President Roosevelt, in an executive order further defining 
the functions and duties of the Office of Defense Transportation, 
has included within the scope of O. D. T. authority and respon- 
sibility “all rubber-borne transportation facilities, including 
passenger Cars, busses, taxicabs and trucks.” 

What was believed to be probably the most important pro- 
vision in the order was the direction to the O. D. T. to formulate 
measures to conserve and assure maximum utilization of the 
existing supply of civilian transport services dependent on rub- 
ber, “including the limitation of the use of rubber-borne trans- 
portation facilities in non-essential civilian activities, and regu- 
lation of the use or distribution of such transportation facilities 
among essential activities.” 

Tne order specifically provides that the rationing power 
shall remain in the War Production Board and the Office of 
Price Administration. The text of the order, dated May 2, and 
made public May 4, foilows: 


By virtue of the authority conferred upon me by the Constitution 
and statutes of the United States, as President of the United States and 
Commander in Chief of the Army and Navy, it is hereby ordered: 

1. In addition to the functions, duties and powers conferred upon 
it by Executive Order No. 8989, approved December 18, 1941, the Office 
of Defense Transportation shall: 

a. Include within the scope of its authority and responsibility, as 
defined in said order, all rubber-borne transportation facilities, includ- 
ing passenger cars, busses, taxicabs, and trucks. 

b. Develop programs to facilitate the continuous adjustment of 
the nation and its transport requirements to the available supply of 
transportation services relying upon rubber. 

ec. Formulate measures to conserve and assure maximum utiliza- 
tion of the existing supply of civilian transport services dependent upon 
rubber, including the limitation of the use of rubber-borne transporta- 
tion facilities in non-essential civilian activities, and regulation of the 
use or distribution of such transportation facilities among essential 
activities. 

2. The several federal departments and agencies which perform 
functions relating to the conservation or use of rubber-borne transpor- 
tation facilities shall, in discharging such functions, conform to such 
policies, programs, and measures as the Director of the Office of De- 
fense Transportation may prescribe in the execution of the powers 
vested in him by this order and by Executive Order No. 8989. 

3. Nothing herein shall be deemed in any way to limit the func- 
tions and authority of the Chairman of the War Production Board under 
paragraph 4 of Executive Order No. 8989 of December 18, 1941, and 
paragraph Ja of Executive Order No. 9040 of January 24, 1942, nor the 
rationing authority delegated to the Office of Price Administration by 
War Production Board Directives No. 1 of January 24, 1942, No. 1A of 
February 2, 1942, No. 1B of February 9, 1942, No. 1C of February 28, 
1942, or any other Directive of the War Production Board supplementary 
thereto. 


The War Production Board has directed the Office of Price 
Administration, in exercising rationing authority with respect 
to tires, passenger cars, gasoline, or other products used in 
transportation, “to implement to the full extent administratively 
practicable the transportation policies of the Office of Defense 
Transportation.” 


_ The direction is contained in supplementary directive 1-F, 
signed by James S. Knowlson. director of industry operations. 


This directive implements the executive order issued by 
President Roosevelt giving O. D. T. authority to “develop pro- 
grams to facilitate the continuous adjustment of the nation and 
its transportation requirements to the available supply of the 
transportation system relying upon rubber.” 

The Pres‘dent directed other federal agencies to cooperate 
in the policies and programs developed along these lines by the 
Office of Defense Transportation, and supplementary directive 
. on been issued in conformance with this policy, said the 
v. P. B. 

Director Eastman announced May 5 that he had set up a 
staff division of transport conservation to administer the new 
duties given to the O. D. T. by the President’s executive order. 
_ John R. Turney, who has been director of the O. D. T.’s 
division of traffic movement, has been named director of the 
division of transport conservation. 

_ Henry F. McCarthy, who has been associate director of the 
— of traffic movement, will succeed Mr. Turney as 
ector. 

_It will be the duty of the new division of transport conser- 
vation, Mir. Eastman said, to formulate policies, programs, and 
measures for (a) the continuous adjustment of national trans- 
portation requirements and the transport service available 
therefor; (b) the conservation of automotive vehicles, tires, fuel, 
and other materials, and (c) the conservation and distribution 
of transportation service, and to the extent necessary, its re- 
‘ttiction to essential needs. 

_. The program, policies, and measures formulated with the 
ielp of the new division would be carried into effect in part 
through established divisions of the O. D. T., where the author- 
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ity is possessed by the office, and in part through other agencies 
of the government, especially the local rationing boards of the 
Office of Price Administration, Mr. Eastman said. He added 
that such programs and policies would not be made effective 
until their probable consequences had been thoroughly explored. 

The division of transport conservation was expected to work 
in close cooperation with the Office of Petroleum Coordinator 
and the branches of the War Production Board and the Office 
of Price Administration dealing with rubber, gasoline and pas- 
senger cars, said he. 

“The present supply of automotive vehicles and particularly 
rubber tires constitutes a national and not a private resource,” 
Mr. Eastman said. “The rubber shortage is a grave reality. 
Rubber must be conserved. Every owner of a motor vehicle in 
public or private service should realize that he holds this vehicle 
in trust for the national war effort and that it should be used 
only for purposes of necessity.” 

Mr. Eastman expressed a confident hope that owners of 
automotive vehicles, acting in a spirit of patriotism, would vol- 
untarily see to it that those vehicles were operated only for 
essential purposes, and that they would at once eliminate pleas- 
ure trips and all other unnecessary driving, even though some 
inconvenience was involved. 

“The American people can themselves bring about effective 
conservation of these critical machines and materials, and this 
situation presents a magnificent opportunity for every owner 
and. user of automotive vehicles to contribute in an important 
way to the successful prosecution of the war,’ Mr. Eastman 
said. “Let every car owner ask his own conscience: ‘Is this trip 
necessary, or can it be avoided?’ ” 


NEWSPAPER DELIVERY CURTAILMENT 


At the office of the local deliveries section of the O. D. T. 
division of motor transport it was stated, May 7, that petitions 
by the American Newspaper Publishers’ Association and the 
Newspaper Guild of New York (C. I. O.) for modification of 
the O. D. T. motor vehicle delivery order were being consid- 
ered. The A. N. P. A. petition said the order, allowing only 
one edition a day to be delivered by truck, effective May 15, 
would “curtail reading matter for the American people at a 
time when other government officials in Washington are recog- 
nizing by priority orders and other actions that supplies are 
essential for newspapers to continue to print during the war 
emergency.” The Guild said its letter was not a protest, but 
that it felt it could call attention to specific circulation problems 
in the New York metropolitan area and other large cities. It 
asked for “careful consideration” of proposals to modify the 
one-delivery-a-day ruling. 


RUBBER SHORTAGE MEETINGS 


The Office of Price Administration has announced that the 
Office of Defense Transportation and the O. P. A. have arranged 
a series of meetings to be held in principal cities to explain 
the seriousness of the rubber situation to shippers, truckers, 
tire dealers and the general public. The first meeting will be 
held in Boston, May 11. Other meetings are scheduled as fol- 
lows: New York, May 12; Philadelphia, May 13; Atlanta, May 
15; Cincinnati, May 18; Chicago, May 19; Kansas City, May 20; 
Dallas, May 22; Denver, May 25; Salt Lake City, May 27; 
aye May 29; San Francisco, June 1; and Los Angeles, 

une 3. 

Washington officials of both organizations, as well as local 
civic leaders and tire industry and transportation men, will 
address the meetings and ways to solve the rubber and trans- 
portation problems involved will be set forth, according to 
O. P. A. Commissioner Rogers will be the O. D. T. representa- 
tive in the touring group. He will speak on the subject 
“America’s Trucks and Busses—Keep ’Em Rolling.” He will 
also serve as chairman of each meeting. Charles F. Phillips, 
acting chief of the O. P. A. tire rationing division, will speak 
on “The Battie of Rubber.” Among other speakers will be Ted 
V. Rodgers, president of the American Trucking Associations, 
Inc., — will deliver an address on “Winning the War on 
Wheels.” 


oO. D. T. APPOINTMENTS 


Appointment of four additional field men in the O. D. T. 
division of railway transport, to work with railroads, steamship 
lines and government agencies in Baltimore and Philadelphia 
terminals to expedite rail and water traffic was announced by 
Director Eastman May 2. 

James B. Sweeney, former vice-president and traffic man- 
ager of the Merchants and Miners Transportation Co., was 
named Baltimore supervisor of rail terminals, and George 
Shamberger, Jr., former Baltimore manager of the Colmar 
Steamship Co., was appointed supervisor of port conditions. 

In Philadelphia, A. R. Pelmar, recently general superin- 
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tendent of freight terminals for the Chicago and North Western 
Railway, was named rail terminal supervisor, and Donald Jenks 
was appointed supervisor of port conditions. Mr. Jenks, who 
began his career in a railroad clerical capacity, was formerly 
in the investment business, said the announcement. 

Director Eastman also announced, May 2, the formation 
of a transportation officers’ advisory committee to assist the 
O. D. T. in mapping plans for closer coordination of rail trans- 
portation and freight car handling. 

The committee would meet “from time to time” with the 
section of freight service in the O. D. T. division of railway 
transport, said the announcement. The first meeting was held 
in Washington May 1, with O. C. Castle, assistant director of 
the division, presiding, it noted. 

Members of the committee are: J. D. Clarke, Baltimore, 
superintendent of freight transportation, Baltimore & Ohio Rail- 
road; J. C. Wroton, general superintendent of transportation of 
the Seaboard Railway, Norfolk, Va.; F. E. Sperry, general su- 
perintendent of transportation of the Burlington Lines, Chicago, 
and J. H. Little, superintendent of transportation of the Mis- 
souri, Kansas & Texas Railroad Co., Denison, Texas. 

Director Eastman has announced the appointment of nine 
more field office managers in the division of motor transport. 
These nine make a total of 25 such appointments. Managers 
of 26 additional field offices being set up by the division are still 
to be named, says the announcement. 

The field officers will administer locally the various pro- 
grams being conducted by the division of motor transport and, 
in addition, will assist the War and Navy Departments and 
shippers in making arrangements for motor transport of war 
materials. Their duties will also include assisting in coordina- 
tion and mobilization of motor vehicle equipment to meet war- 
time conditions, clearing emergency transport movements with 
state and local authorities and maintaining liaison among gov- 
ernment agencies. Location of the new field offices and the 
managers appointed follow: 


Detroit, Mich.—J. Robert Cooper, former traffic manager of the 
Red Star Transit Co., Detroit. 

Los Angeles, Calif.—Roy Long, former vice-president of the Valley 
Motor Lines and assistant general manager of the Valley Express Co. 

St. Louis, Mo.—A. D. Mason, former vice-president and general man- 
ager of the St. Louis terminal of Complete Auto Transit. 

Baltimore, Md.—M. R. Greene, former manager of the Ericsson 
Line, Inc 

Philadelphia, Pa.—Everett Harding, former traffic manager of Hor- 
lacker Delivery Service and Highway Express. 

Louisville, Ky.—F. S. Crawford, former president of the Crawford 
Transport Co., Ashland, Ky. 

Memphis, Tenn.—R. T. Lawrence, former officer of Gordon’s Trans- 
ports, Inc. 

New Orleans, La.—Donald T. Maentz, former manager of the Asso- 
ciated Truck Lines, Inc., Grand Rapids, Mich. 

Seattle, Wash.—Harold C. Arnot, former automotive distributor. 


The O. D. T. also has announced the appointment of 
William H. Thompson, former vice-president of Adams, Inc., 
Fargo, N. D., to the Washington office of the division of motor 
transport. 


Rationing of Gasoline 


“All commercial and governmental users of gasoline are 
exempt from the card rationing plan to be inaugurated May 15 
in 17 eastern states by the Office of Price Administration,” said 
an announcement issued jointly by O. P. A. and O. D. T., May 4. 


“However, all such gasoline users who are subject to recent 
orders of the Office of Defense Transportation providing for 
the elimination of all luxury or non-essential services must 
comply with the 0. D. T. regulations,” it said, adding: 


The card rationing plan to be instituted by the Office of Price Ad- 
ministration on May 15 to 17 eastern states where a critical petroleum 
shortage exists is designed to give all commercial and governmental 
users the gasoline they need to carry on their business. 


At the same time, regulations governing rationing of gasoline are 
not intended to authorize use of a motor vehicle or inboard motor- 
boat in violation of the provisions of any order issued by the Office of 
Defense Transportation, or any other applicable government order. 
Such orders, many of which are already in effect, are operating to effect 
gasoline economies—one of the purposes of rationing—as well as to 
move commercial and governmental traffic more expeditiously. 

Trucks, busses and other commercial vehicles will not need ration 
cards to make gasoline purchases, and do not need to register. They 
are to be served gasoline in their tanks as usual. However, to avoid 
delay and confusion in the case of vehicles used commercially and in 
governmental service, but which may not be clearly marked, it has been 
provided that ‘‘X’’ ration cards may be obtained. Such a card will en- 
able them to make whatever gasoline purchases they need ‘‘for essen- 
tial use.’’ 

Purposes for which an ‘‘X’’ card may be obtained include: as an 
ambulance or hearse; as a taxi, ferry, or other public conveyance for 
hire, or as a vehicle available for public rental; for a regularly prac- 
ticing minister of a religious faith in the service of his congregation; for 
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a duly licensed physician, surgeon, nurse, osteopath, chiropractor, o, 
veterinarian in professional service; for the official business of federg] 
state, local or foreign governments or government agencies; for truck. 
ing, hauling, towing, freight-carrying, delivery, or messenger service. 
for the transportation of materials and equipment for construction 9; 
for mechanical, electrical, or structural or highway maintenance or re. 
pair services, or for the transportation of work crews to enable them 
to render such services. 

The regulations provide also for the sale of bulk quantities of gago. 
line for use in motor vehicles and boats and for non-highway purposes 

Purchase of such bulk quantities may be made by filling out the 
appropriate certificates, which will be kept by the dealer or supplier 
In the category of non-highway purposes, gasoline may be used, for 
example, for farm tractors and gasoline engines, and for ouitboarq 
motors. All such purchases can be made without restriction as to quan. 
tity, except in the case of inboard motorboats. The certificates will pe 
filled out at the time of purchase. 

The regulations on bulk sales covers purchase made by all truck 
operators, including operators of inter-state vehicles. 


Deputy Petroleum Coordinator Davies said May 5 that so 
long as oil transportation facilities remained ample to meet all 
requirements in a particular area, the petroleum coordinator’s 
office saw no reason for compelling a reduction in gasoline con- 
sumption in that area. However, he said, as more and more 
tank cars, pipelines, barges and trucks were transferred to east- 
ern service, it was “quite possible” that shortages might develop 
in the areas from which they were taken, in which event cur- 
tailment of consumption might “quite logically” follow. He said 
the coordinator’s office proposed to continue calling on inland 
areas to assist with the transportation problem on the Atlantic 
seaboard and in the Pacific northwest to the greatest extent 
possible. 

On recommendation of Coordinator Ickes the War Produc- 
tion Board has ordered deliveries of gasoline and fuel oil cut to 
90 per cent of normal deliveries in seventeen eastern states and 
the District of Columbia, effective May 16. 


Moving Merchandise Traffic 


_ Pending the outcome of negotiations between representa- 
tives of carriers by railroad and by truck, Walter Bockstahler, 
assistant director of the division of traffic movement of the 
Office of Defense Transportation, has withdrawn approval given 
of plans made by the Missouri Pacific and the Missouri-Kansas- 
Texas for using motor vehicles in the movement of traffic 
carried in the more heavily loaded merchandise cars required 
by O. D. T. general order No. 1. Mr. Bockstahler had found 
that the plans were meritorious and in conformity with the 
objectives of the order. He recommended that motor carrie¥ 
rights be granted to the railroads by federal and state agencies. 

Robert J. McBride, general manager of the regular com- 
mon carrier conference of the American Trucking Associations, 
Inc., however, protested the plans. Protests came from other 
motor carrier spokesmen. Mr. McBride contended that exist- 
ing motor common carriers were available to provide an effi- 
cient coordinated service that would achieve all the objectives 
outlined in the railroads’ plans. 

In view of the protests the O. D. T. asked the two railroads 
to go into the question of the possibility of utilizing independent 
motor carriers in coordinated rail-truck services. 

The Missouri Pacific proposed to handle merchandise traffic 
by the Missouri Pacific Lines in Texas in conjunction with the 
Missouri Pacific Freight Transport Co. in line with the objec- 
tive declared in general order No. 1. It proposed certain ex- 
tensions to existing coordinated rail-truck operations now in 
effect over certain routes to and from certain stations served by 
the Missouri Pacific Lines in Texas to include coordinated rail- 
truck services to and from all other stations served by Missouri 
Pacific Lines in Texas. It was estimated, it said, that the exist- 
ing rail-truck operations were now saving approximately 146.000 
car days a year and that the proposed extensions would effect 
a further saving of approximately 50,000 additional car days 
a year. The Missouri Pacific also proposed to handle traffic 
similarly in Arkansas. 

The Missouri-Kansas-Texas proposed a readjustment and 
extension of present coordinated rail-truck operations now in 
effect to stations served by it in Kansas to all stations on its 
lines in Missouri, Oklahoma and Texas. It was estimated that 
the railroad under the plan would be able to remove approx!- 
mately 175 freight cars from merchandise service daily, t0- 
gether with an additional undetermined number of baggage 
and express cars that were now needed for the handling of 
troops and their supplies. The plan stated that temporary 0” 
erating authorities would be applied for by the railroad in its 
own right, but that it would then enter into operating agree- 
ments or contracts with the Columbia Terminals Company 0 
St. Louis for the actual performance of the highway service 

In view of these developments, the Missouri Pacific ob- 
tained from the O. D. T. an extension of from May 1 to May le 
for full compliance with general order No. 1, while the M'ssour! 
Kansas-Texas was temporarily relieved of complying ‘lay 1. 
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0. D. T. and Passenger Travel 


Restrictions on passenger travel, elimination of high-speed 
duplicating services on competing lines, lengthening of limited 
schedules to include more stops, and reduction or total elimina- 
tion of all luxury equipment “for the duration” were declared 
imminent by Director Eastman, May 2. 

In a statement embracing the whole passenger problem, Mr. 
Eastman pointed to the gasoline and rubber shortage as re- 
sponsible for diverting to public carriers better than fifty per 
cent more passengers than were transported “previous to Pearl 
Harbor.” 

“Schedules must be readjusted,” Mr. Eastman stated, “so 
that essential military and civilian travel will not be impeded, 
and where it is necessary to discontinue train service, the 
affected communities must be served by bus.” 

Mr. Eastman said he would discuss the passenger service 
problem and prospective readjustments before a conference of 
governors in Washington May 5 (see elsewhere). 

His statement follows: 


The time is rapidly approaching, and in some areas is already here, 
when limitations upon passenger travel and public passenger service 
must be imposed. Last year highway buses carried about 15 billion 
intercity passenger miles; railroads, 25 billion; and private automobiles, 
over six times as many as the public carriers combined. The peak of 
railway passenger traffic, except during the first World War, was 38 
billion passenger miles, rising during the former war to 47 billion. At 
that time, the railroads had much more passenger-train equipment than 
they have now. The rubber and gasoline shortage, restricting automo- 
tive travel, is already diverting to the public carriers an increasing num- 
ber of travelers who formerly depended on private cars. During the first 
few months of the war, travel over the public carriers has increased 
from 40 per cent to as much as 60 per cent in different areas. As a 
whole, the average is in excess of 50 per cent. As the travel and vaca- 
tion season approaches and rubber and gasoline are further restricted, 
a great increase in the traffic demand is obvious. 

In view of the extensive military movements and the increase in 
war freight traffic, much of this demand cannot be met by the public 
carriers. The Office of Defense Transportation is actively considering 
steps to conserve the use of present passenger facilities and at the same 
time restrict and limit passenger travel. 

The major problem of readjustment confronting the railroads is 
drastic redistribution of passenger services through elimination of dup- 
lications in service on competing lines, both rail and bus, reduction or 
elimination of luxury equipment such as private, club, lounge, parlor, 
and sleeping cars, lengthening of limited schedules to include more 
stops, diversion to more important runs of such branch-line equipment 
as can be made available. Equipment unsuitable for heavy, high-speed 
trains will have to be used where possible in local shuttle service to 
transport war workers to and from urban industrial zones. 

Since essential military and civilian travel must not be impeded, it 
will be necessary to readjust schedules. This will undoubtedly call for 
fewer trains in some territories and districts, and perhaps the complete 
elimination of trains used for pleasure and other non-essential travel. 
Lengthened fast-run schedules with more stops will make it possible to 
take care of points formerly served by motor bus or by local trains. 

Where train service is discontinued, the affected communities must 
be served by bus. Thus the general rearrangement of passenger trans- 
portation which must be undertaken at once, necessarily involves close 
coordination of railroad and motor bus facilities in order to make the 
busses available for effective local service. 


C. H. Buford, vice-president of the Association of Ameri- 
can Railroads in charge of operations, said carriers had begun 
to convert equipment. He said some of the older type of parlor 
cars had been refitted as coaches. 

_ Referring to reports that rationing of passenger space on 
railroads and busses probably would be established in the near 
future, Director Eastman’s office said there was nothing to be 
said on that subject now in addition to what was set forth in 
a Director's statement of May 2 on restrictions on passenger 

avei. 

Director Eastman has issued a manual containing a plan 


for conserving local, private, and public passenger transporta- 
tion facilities. 


RATIONING OF TRUCKS, ETC. 


The War Production Board announced May 4 that in the 
week ended May 2 it released 2,681 trucks and truck trailers 
under the rationing plan established by general conservation 
order M-100. 

This brought to 22,032 the total number of these vehicles 
released since the plan went into effect March 9, it said. 

In the week ended May 2, 313 light, 804 medium and 341 
heavy trucks and 238 truck trailers were released for civilian 
use, and 406 light, 319 medium and 120 heavy trucks and 140 
truck trailers were released to holders of government exemption 
permits, said the announcement. These permits, it said, were 
granted for transfer of these vehicles to the army, navy and 
marine corps, certain government agencies, lend-lease exports, 
and exports by a private person. Continuing, it said: 


Since rationing began, 8,574 trucks and truck trailers have been 
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released for civilian use, and 13,458 on government exemption permits. 
In addition, 1,892 miscellaneous vehicles, such as station wagons, 
ambulances and hearses, have been released, practically all on gov- 
ernment exemption permits. 

The program is administered jointly by the automotive branch of 
W.P.B. and the Office of Defense Transportation. 


Effect of 0. D. T. Orders 


Commenting on O. D. T. orders Nos. 1, 3, 4, 5 and 6, L. F. 
Orr, chairman of the highway transportation committee of the 
National Industrial Traffic League, said in a report sent to 
members by L. F. Lacey, executive secretary, that, when read 
as a whole, “there is considerable question as to just how much 
conservation of total transportation equipment will result from 
these orders and whether they will cause less use of rubber.” 
Mr. Orr called for comment from League members on the 
views expressed in his report. Said he: 


Order No. 1 will most probably increase railroad empty car miles. 
It will most probably increase truck mileage and the use of rubber. 

While orders Nos. 3-4-5-6 will probably reduce the usé of rubber 
and total truck equipment, they still permit and encourage uneconomic 
duplication of effort because they fail to restrict the use of trucks to 
their sound economic radius and to prevent the uneconomic duplication 
of rail and truck miles which now exists in an enormous amount. 

These later orders will most probably reduce the volume moving 
by contract truck, virtually eliminate the private truck, and increase 
the volume moving by common carrier trucks. If these orders have the 
total effect of conserving rubber and total equipment they will be in the 
public interest, but if there is to be pooling, then why not a common 
pooling plan that will apply to common, contract, private and rail alike? 

The argument is made in the O. D. T. public release that to permit 
pooling by over-the-road privately operated trucks will make them for- 
hire carriers, but no such prohibition is invoked against locally operated 
private trucks. In times like these it is difficult to see how the joint 
operation of a private truck on a share expense basis would violate any 
sound principle, if such operation conserves rubber and total equip- 
ment, especially since violation of the letter of the anti-trust laws in 
the common cause is now being encouraged. 

The long distance for-hire motor carriers also appear to be pre- 
ferred at O. P. A. where they have been given special consideration in 
the distribution of tires. 

Undoubtedly, these orders, when taken as a whole, will produce 
some conservation of critical material and effort, but there is much 
doubt when we consider that these orders will also cause innumerable 
contract and private trucks to stand in the garage deteriorating with 
the tires rotting, cause the continuing uneconomic duplication of rail 
and truck mileage, and throw the tonnage that will be diverted from 
contract and private trucks by these orders onto the already heavily 
loaded rail and truck common carrier facilities. 

Why be so tender with the motor common carriers? We are not 
tender with the automotive, steel, or any other industry when its course 
needs changing to increase the war effort. We think these orders should 
have further consideration. 


Merchandise Order Saves Cars 


Sweeping reductions in the use of closed freight cars for 
handling less-than-carload merchandise by nearly all rail- 
roads were indicated May 1 as the O. D. T.’s general order 
No. 1, setting minimum weight limits on merchandise loadings, 
became effective, said a statement by Director Eastman. 

The director pointed out that car loadings for the week 
ended April 25 showed a decrease of 23.7 per cent in the num- 
ber of merchandise cars loaded as compared with the same 
period a year ago. This reduction, Mr. Eastman said, achieved 
a full week before the general order’s effective date, gave evi- 
dence of the cooperation of the railroads in the drive to elimi- 
nate the wasteful use of closed freight cars. 

Total car loadings of all classes for the week ended April 
25, as reported to the Association of American Railroads, were 
861,353, as compared with 721,627 for the same period a year 
ago, an increase of 19.4 per cent. Less-than-carload loadings 
for this period in 1942 were shown as 123,580, against 161,983 
for 1941. 

Merchandise cars loaded by Class I railroads, Mr. Eastman 
said, showed a reduction of 1.4 per cent for the five weeks ended 
January 31, 1942, and a reduction of 1.3 per cent for the en- 
suing four weeks in February as compared with similar periods 
of 1941. 

General order No. 1 sets a six-ton minimum load limit for 
merchandise cars from May 1 to July 1, when the limit will 
be raised to eight tons. After September 1, the order directs, 
merchandise cars must be loaded to 10 tons. Various excep- 
tions are provided in the order to take care of railroads on 
which peculiar operating or other conditions prevent strict 
compliance without serious inconvenience to shipper and carrier 
alike. 

For the week ended March 28, immediately following the 
order’s issuance, the Class I railroads showed a 10.9 per cent 
reduction from less-than-carload loadings for that week in 1941, 
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and in the week ending April 11 the reduction figure climbed 
to 18.1 per cent, according to the O. D. T. 

Commenting on the section of the order which requires car- 
riers to submit plans for individual or joint action in handling 
of merchandise, Mr. Eastman said that, almost without excep- 
tion, the railroads had surveyed both main and branch lines 
and had either already instituted, or would institute, revised 
car schedules designed to accomplish the objective of the 
order. 

“That the carriers have accepted their full responsibility,” 
Mr. Eastman said, “and are complying with the spirit of the 
order as well as the letter is both commendable and gratifying.” 

In the case of a number of the short lines, pledges have 
been received by Mr. Eastman that they will make one car 
do the work that formerly required two. Some of the short 
lines have been specifically authorized, however, to disregard 
the minimum weight limits because of individual problems of 
operation and warehousing. 

Cars containing less-than-carload freight forwarded over 
Class I roads in 1941, averaging 5.3 tons per car, totaled 
9.041,000. Added to that figure were 780,000 cars of no more 
than a two-ton load average used in intra-terminal movement. 
The recent amendment to the general order wiped out this 
latter use of closed freight cars, with some exceptions, and the 
prospect today is that when the order becomes fully effective, 
thousands of cars formerly used for light freight loads will be 
available for transporting war material cargoes. 





Dwindling of Track Fleet 


The nation’s motor truck fleet will be reduced by 25 per 
cent, or by more than 1,000,000 vehicles in 1942, unless nor- 
mal wear-and-tear is drastically lessened by intensive mainte- 
nance, G. W. Laurie, manager of automotive transportation of 
the Atlantic Refining Company and consultant to the Office of 
Defense Transportation, declared in a talk before the twentieth 
annual mid-west Safety Conference in Chicago May 7. 

“It is estimated we spend approximately one and one-half 
billion dollars a year to maintain all vehicles on the road in 
normal times and it is reasonable to assume that this figure 
must be exceeded to keep our present equipment on the road 
from now on,” he asserted. “The hard fact is, either we main- 
tain, or we don’t operate.” 

Mr. Laurie pointed out there were available only 150,000 
new trucks to be released for purchase in the balance of 1942 
and all of 1943 by those who could meet all the priority qualifi- 
cations. Compared to 1941, when 700,000 new trucks were put 
in service in a single year, the possibility of any operator ob- 
taining any of these trucks, Mr. Laurie said, “appears to be 
remote indeed.” 

“We have in the past under normal times, scrapped 420,000 
trucks a year,” he continued. “The reduction in trucks avail- 
able for replacement, plus the ncrmal 420,000 yearly casualty 
list means that we will have 1,045,000 less trucks by the end 
of the year, or a reduction of approximately 25 per cent of the 
5,000,000 trucks which were registered in the United States at 
the close of 1941. It is quite obvious that our normal rate of 
scrapping will have to be drastically reduced if highway trans- 
portation is to continue effectively.” 

He emphasized the critical nature of the tire problem, de- 
claring it to be the most serious situation faced today by the 
trucking industry. “The operators who realize how serious 
it is are resorting to many expedients to prolong the life of 
the tires now in their possession,” he said. 





Waste in Motor Transport 


Information received at the office of Commissioner Rogers, 
head of the division of motor transportation in Director East- 
man’s organization, is taken as indicating that common carriers 
by motor vehicle are becoming seriously conscious of the neces- 
sity for eliminating all sorts of waste, including circuitous rout- 
ing and cross hauling. Director Eastman’s general order No. 3, 
effective June 1, directs them to eliminate waste. Among the 
wastes the carriers are directed to eliminate are those caused 
by duplication of parallel services. The order also directs them 
to curtail schedules and services. General orders Nos. 4, 5 
and 6 also pertain to motor carriers. 

Meetings on the subject are expected to be held through- 
out the country. The first of such was called for operators in 
the Chicago area at Chicago May 5. It was called by Joseph B. 
Welker, common carrier member of the advisory committee 
of the O. D. T. The meeting was called when Commissioner 
Rogers sent the orders to Mr. Welker with a suggestion that he 
bring them to the attention of the industry. In calling the 
meeting Mr. Welker said it was the intention to present to the 





TRAFFIC WORLD 








carriers some constructive program of operations. Among the 
ideas was the setting up of a central dispatching office and the 
setting up of pooling committees. 

Representatives of common carrier truckers serving Chi- 
cago and Illinois points, meeting at Chicago, May 5, adopted a 
motion authorizing Harry Chaddick, president, Central Motor 
Freight Association, to appoint a committee, composed of repre- 
sentatives of truckers operating in various areas in the state, 
to work out a plan conforming with the Office of Defense Trans. 
portation General Order 3. The order suggested several pos- 
sible procedures for truckers to follow to put their operations 
on a more efficient basis (see Traffic World, April 25, p. 1121), 

It was agreed that the committee should prepare a plan, 
possibly to include provisions for setting up central dispatching 
offices and arrangements for pooling shipments and revenues, 
~~ the plan to the truckers for approval within two 
weeks. 

The meeting was sponsored by Joe Welker, representative 
for Illinois common carrier truckers on the advisory committee 
to the O. D. T., and by the C. M. F. A., and was held at the 
request of Commissioner Rogers, director of the O. D. T. motor 
transport division. Mr. Chaddick, discussing the order, said the 
truckers would be unable effectively to conserve their equip- 
ment unless they set up central dispatching offices at key points 
and were willing to cooperate with each other more closely than 
they had in the past. He answered a number of questions 
chiefly concerning parts of the order affecting minimum 
loadings 

Mr. Welker read a message from Director Eastman, which 
pointed out that only 150,000 new trucks would be available for 
two years to fill demands that in normal times amounted to 
700,000 annually. The message said it was indicated by the 
Office of Price Administration that only one-third as many tires 
would be available for rationing in 1942 as were sold in 1941. 





EXEMPTION FROM ORDER NO. 5 


E. J. Buhner, chief of operations of property carriers in 
the O. D. T. division of motor transport, said May 8 that ap- 
plication forms for special permits providing exemption, un- 
der certain conditions, from restrictive provisions of O. D. T. 
General Order No. 5 would be ready for distribution to ap- 
plicants in a few days. He indicated that many requests for 
exemption from the provision of the order prohibiting empty 
back-hauls had been received and that the permit system pro- 
vided for in the order would make relief possible for truckers 
who, because of special circumstances, could not possibly com- 
ply fully with the order. 


Rubber on Hand Trucks Banned 


The division of industry operations of the W. P. B. has 
ordered elimination of all but the most essential uses of rub- 
ber tires on hand trucks—trucks used principally to transport 
small quantities of materials in and around factories, railroad 
stations, warehouses, docks, etc. The board said it was esti- 
mated that these trucks required more than 500,000 rubber tires 
last year. 

Limitation order L-111, effective May 7, prohibits any 
manufacturer from delivering rubber-tired hand trucks, any 
person from accepting delivery of such trucks or of rubber tires 
for replacement purposes, and any person from delivering 
rubber tires except on authorization to a hand truck manu- 
facturer for use on such trucks. All other uses of rubber in 
the manufacture or assembly of these trucks is prohibited. 

Exceptions are granted where the use of rubber tires 1s 
necessary to prevent explosion hazards, and to avoid accidents 
in the handling of explosives, damage in transporting unbaked 
grinding wheels or green foundry cores, or damage to delicate 
instruments which are an integral part of the truck. Persons 
receiving delivery of a truck or a spare rubber tire must certify 
on the purchase order that the equipment is required for one 
of the specified essential purposes. 

Manufacturers are not permitted to accept delivery of rub- 
ber tires unless expressly authorized by the director of indus- 
try operations. Application for such authorization may be made 
by filing with the W. P. B. on Form PD-468, on or before the 
tenth of each calendar month, an estimate of requirements for 
the following calendar month. 

The restrictions on delivery of rubber tires for replacement 
purposes, according to the W. P. B., will remain in effect until 
the O. P. A. adopts regulations governing their delivery under 
the tire rationing program. All other provisions of the order 
will remain in effect until revoked by the director of industry 
operations. 

Deliveries of trucks and tires may be made without re- 
striction to the army, navy and Maritime Commission for 90 
days, but not to any privately operated plant or shipyard 
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financed or controlled by them or operated on a cost-plus-fixed- 
fee basis. 

The order also provides that no person shall accept delivery 
of another hand truck to replace a rubber-tired truck on which 
the tires have worn out, “until he has made a diligent effort” 


to replace the wheels on the rubber-tired truck in his possession. 


CAR SURPLUS REPORT 
U. S. railroads reported an average daily surplus of 56,220 
freight cars for the week ended May 2, according to the car 
service division of the Association of American Railroads. It 
was made up as follows: Plain box, 23,980; auto box, 4,169; 
total box, 28,149; flat, 1,687; gondola, 5,431; hopper, 6,298: 
total coal, 11,729; and miscellaneous, 14,655. 


Revenue Freight Loading 


Loading of revenue freight the week ended May 2 totaled 
958,904 cars, according to the Association of American Rail- 
roads. The increase above the corresponding week in 1941 was 
64,605 cars or 8.1 per cent, and above the same week in 1940 
was 193,357 cars or 29.1 per cent. 

Loading of revenue freight the week ended May 2 de- 
creased 2,449 cars or three-tenths of one per cent below the 
preceding week. 

All districts reported increases compared with the corre- 
sponding week in 1941, except the Eastern and Northwestern, 
but all districts reported increases over 1940. 


1942 1941 1940 
ae a rs 3,858,273 3,454,409 3,215,565 
ae rrr 3,122,773 2,866,565 2,465,685 
ee Se i 3,171,439 3,066,011 2,489,280 
Te "| ee 2,793,630 2,495,212 
Oe eee 858,904 794,299 665,547 
I ds caer a hr ok tan Min sd Sy ace cer 14,362,427 12,974,914 11,331,289 


Revenue freight loading by districts the week ended May 
2 and for the corresponding period last year was reported as 
follows: 


Eastern district: Grain and grain products, 7,144 and 7,009; live 
stock, 1,073 and 1,238; coal, 35,495 and 24,744; coke, 3,897 and 2,873; 
forest products, 2,021 and 1,840; ore, 7,239 and 7,638; merchandise, 
L. C. L., 32,220 and 44,516; miscellaneous, 80,766 and 87,899; total, 
142, 169,855; 1941, 177,757; 1940, 144,096. 

Allegheny district: Grain and grain products, 3,731 and 4,031; live 
stock, 866 and 1,036; coal, 45,900 and 30,487; coke, 6,470 and 4,686; 
forest products, 1,211 and 1,111; ore, 16,342 and 15,603; merchandise, 
L.C. L., 23,996 and 30,416; miscellaneous, 92,536 and 90,109; total, 1942, 
191,052; 1941, 177,479; 1940, 136,153. 

Pocahontas district: Grain and grain products, 237 and 221; live 
stock, 91 and 95; coal, 42,834 and 18,320; coke, 643 and 509; forest 
products, 1,003 and 830; ore, 642 and 735; merchandise, L. C. L., 3,506 
and 5,675; miscellaneous, 8,467 and 8,899; total, 1942, 57,423; 1941, 
35,284; 1940, 48,908. 

Southern district: Grain and grain products, 2,408 and 2,350; live 
stock, 742 and 774; coal, 23,512 and 9,576; coke, 664 and 308; forest 
products, 17,884 and 14,468; ore, 2,042 and 1,615; merchandise, L. C. L., 
18,002 and 28,496; miscellaneous, 64,554 and 53,502; total, 1942, 129,808; 
191, 111,089; 1940, 99,596. 

Northwestern district: Grain and grain products, 10,059 and 8,351; 
ive stock, 2,361 and 2,095; coal, 7,700 and 4,803; coke, 1,831 and 1,425; 
forest products, 12,952 and 11,278; ore, 46,856 and 48,252; merchandise, 
L.C. L., 11,714 and 19,251; miscellaneous, 39,367 and 39,603; total, 1942, 
132,840; 1941, 135,058; 1940, 96,061. 

Central Western district: Grain and grain products, 9,001 and 8,598; 
ve stock, 6,835 and 5,472; coal, 9,609 and 3,686; coke, 325 and 391; 
forest products, 9,661 and 8,194; ore, 5,394 dnd 5,139; merchandise, 
L.C. L., 15,808 and 25,132; miscellaneous, 56,618 and 52,635; total, 
142, 113,251; 1941, 109,247; 1940, 96,836. 

Southwestern district: Grain and grain products, 3,613 and 3,294; 


1241 





live stock, 1,917 and 2,125; coal, 4,369 and 1,170; coke, 226 and 81; 
forest products, 5,675 and 4,953; ore, 482 and 289; merchandise, L. C. L., 
7,490 and 10,205; miscellaneous, 40,903 and 26.268; total, 1942, 64,675; 
1941, 48,385; 1940, 43,897. 


Export Shipping Priorities 


A system of shipping priorities designed to expedite the 
production in the other American Republics of materials re- 
quired for the war program, as well as providing shipping facili- 
ties to take care of essential needs of our neighboring republics 
was made public May 7 by the Board of Economic Warfare, 
State Department and the Coordinator of Inter-American Af- 
fairs. The plan was announced after consultation between these 
agencies and War Shipping Administration and the Office of 
Defense Transportation (see Traffic World, May 2, p. 1187). 

“Beginning May 7, licenses covering goods moving by water 
to other American republics will bear shipping priority ratings,” 
said the announcement. ‘These ratings will become effective 
with steamship lines at a date to be announced in the near 
future. Steamship operators will be directed by the War Ship- 
ping Administration to book cargo in accordance with these 
ratings, as fixed by the Office of Exports. 

“Shipping priority ratings will be assigned entirely on the 
basis of the use of the goods. Highest ratings will be given 
materials contributing directly to the United States war pro- 
gram, to Hemispheric military defense, and to materials essen- 
tial to the maintenance of industrial, economic, and civilian 
life of the country of destination. Data as to those materials 
essential to the other American Republics has been obtained 
from these Republics through the Department of State and the 
Coordinator of Inter-American Affairs and in deciding into 
which categories the proposed shipments will fall, there will be 
taken into account expressions of need as furnished by the 
governments of the other Republics. Lower ratings will be 
assigned materials which, while important to industrial and 
civilian life, are not vital to the economic stability of the coun- 
try of destination.” 

These ratings were defined by the Office of Exports, in its 
current controls bulletin No. 22, as follows: Rating A will be 
assigned to licenses authorizing the exportation of articles and 
materials contributing directly ‘to the war program of the United 
States or to hemispheric military defense. Rating B will be 
assigned to licenses for articles and materials essential to the 
maintenance of industrial, economic, and civilian life of the 
country of destination. Rating C will be assigned to licenses 
for commodties deemed important to the industrial and civilian 
life of the country of destination, but for which there is no 
immediate urgency, and the lack of which would not cause 
economic dislocation. Rating D will be assigned to licenses for 
non-essential articles and commodities which, while desirable, 
appear unnecessary in war-time, and for which there are sub- 
stitutes, or without which the economic and civilian life of the 
country of destination would not be seriously harmed. Rating 
AA is a special rating held in reserve to be applied in cases 
which are considered of the utmost importance and urgency. 





CONTROL OF EXPORTS 

The Board of Economic Warfare, Office of Exports, has 
issued current controls bulletins Nos. 19 and 20, dealing with 
various phases of the export control situation. Copies of the 
bulletins may be obtained from the Office of Exports of the 
Board of Economic Warfare, Washington, D. C. 

Current controls bulletin No. 21 has been issued by the 
Board of Economic Warfare, Office of Exports. 

The War Production Board has added a number of ma- 
terials to the restriction on private importation into the United 
States imposed by general imports order M-63. 

Added to the order are cube (timbo or barbasco) root, 





Revenue Freight Car Loading—Week Ended Saturday, May 2 


Grain and Live 

Grain Prod. Stock Coal 
= { 1942 36,193 13,885 169,419 
fotal all roads May 2......... 4 1941 33,854 12,835 92,786 
. | 1940 33,173 13,071 122,544 
Preceding week Apr. 25........... 1942 35,677 13,785 169,659 
oe cent increase Over............ 1941 6.9 8.2 82.6 
rer cent decrease under.......... 1941 
Per cent increase over .......... 1940 9.1 6.2 38.3 
rer cent decrease under ........ 1940 
; { 1942 688,786 213,029 2,850,452 
umulative 18 weeks to May 24 1941 580,891 198,127 2,256,201 
= | 1940 568,775 204,616 2,416,624 
head cent increase over............ 1941 18.6 x oo 26.3 
it Cent decrease under.......... 1941 
= Cent increase over .......... 1940 31.1 4.1 18.0 
“fr cent decrease under ........ 1940 


a 


Yap 
Per cent to 15 year average, 117.3. 


Forest Mdse. 
Coke Products Ore L.C. L. Miscellaneous Total 
14,056 50,407 78,997 112,736 383,211 858,904 
10,273 42,674 79,271 163,691 358,915 794,299 
7,685 31,215 35,478 149,902 272,479 665,547 
14,048 51,260 70,911 123,580 382,433 861,353 
36.8 18.1 6.8 8.1 
3 at3 
82.9 61.5 122.7 40.6 211 
24.8 
253,533 823,524 503,784 2,529,576 6,499,743 14,362,427 
227,962 698 550 462,940 2,775,031 5,775,212 12,974,914 
175,635 555,840 223,361 2,610,910 4,575,528 11,331,289 
11.2 17.9 8.8 12.5 10.7 
8.8 
44.4 48.2 125.5 42.1 26.8 
3.1 
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derris root and tuba or tube root, beryl ore and beryllium ore, 
metallic beryllium and beryllium oxides and salts and two 
additional classifications of flax. 

M-63 prohibits any person, except government agencies o1 
their authorized representatives, from making arrangements 
for importing materials listed in the order into the United 
States, except under contracts existing at the effective date 
of the order. 

Imports made under contract must not be sold, or trans- 
ferred beyond a place of initial storage, except to a government 
agency, under an existing contract, or with special authoriza- 
tion from the director of industry operations of the W. P. B. 

A new exception to port embargoes Nos. 34, 35 and 36 has 
been issued by the car service division of the Association of 
American Railroads, as follows: 


Less-than-carload freight when following endorsement appears on 
bill of lading and waybill: 

“This freight covered by permit number 
steamship Company, dated ............ oe 

Shipper will file with bill of lading at point of origin copy of steam- 
ship permit. 

Note: The above will be exception No. 9 to embargo No. 34; excep- 
tion No. 12 to embargo No. 35, and exception No. 6 to embargo No. 36. 


i‘maskeae 7 le 





Railroad Earnings 


Class I railroads of the United States in the three months 
of this year ended March 31, had an estimated net income, after 
interest and rentals, of $98,075,000 according to reports filed 
by the carriers with the bureau of railway economics of the 
Association of American Railroads. 

For the corresponding period in 1941, net income of those 
roads, after interest and rentals was $69,034,952, says a state- 
ment by the association, which added: 


Net railway operating income, before interest and rentals, of the 
Class I carriers in the first three months of 1942 amounted to $226,- 
305,514, compared with $200,326,710 in the same period in 1941. 

In the twelve months ended March 31, 1942, the rate of return 
earned on property investment averaged 3.89 per cent, compared with 
a rate of return of 2.91 per cent for the twelve months ended March 31, 
1941. 

Property investment is the value of road and equipment as shown 
by the books of the railways including materials, supplies, and cash. 
The earnings reported above as net railway operating income, repre- 
sent the amount left after the payment of operating expenses and taxes, 
but before interest, rentals, and other fixed charges are paid. 

This compilation as to earnings for the first quarter of 1942 is 
based on reports from ail Class I railroads, one road estimated, repre- 
senting a total of 231,596 miles. 

Total operating revenues in the first three months of 1942 totaled 
$1,483,457,296, compared with $1,152,106,851 in the same period in 1941, 
or an increase of 28.8 per cent. Operating expenses in the three months 
of 1942, amounted to $1,036,583,955, compared with $807,887,616 in the 
corresponding period in 1941, or an increase of 28.3 per cent. 

Class I railroads in the three months of 1942 paid $183,933,368 in 
taxes, compared with $112,455,618 in the same period in 1941. For the 
month of March alone, the tax bill of the Class I railroads amounted 
to $74,531,987, an increase of $32,601,268 or 77.8 per cent above March, 
1941, 


Thirty Class I railroads failed to earn interest and rentals in the 
three months of 1942, of which 13 were in the eastern district, one in 
the Southern District, and 16 in the Western District. 


Class I railroads in March, 1942, had an estimated net income, after 
interest and rentals, of $48,230,000 compared with $35,256,352 in March, 
1941. Those same roads in March of this year, had a net railway op- 
erating income, before interest and rentals, of $92,355,539, compared 
with a net railway operating income of $80,170,452 in March, 1941. 


Operating revenues for the month of March totaled $540,280,252 
compared with $416,319,161 in March, 1941, while operating expenses 
totaled $360,150,541 compared with $283,328,538 in the same month in 
1941. 

Eastern District 


Class I railroads in the eastern district in the first three months of 
this year had an estimated net income, after interest and rentals, of 
$42,939,000 compared with $55,688,811 in the same period last year. 

Those same roads in the first three months of 1942 had a net rail- 
way operating income, before interest and rentals, of $93,277,342, com- 
pared with $110,538,132 in the same period in 1941. 


Operating revenues of the Class I railroads in the eastern district 
in the three months of 1942 totaled $712,672,074, an increase of 20.5 
per cent compared with the same period in 1941, while operating ex- 
penses totaled $510,139,305, an increase of 26.1 per cent above 1941, 

Class I railroads in the eastern district for the month of March 
alone had an estimated net income, after interest and rentals, of 
$23,652,000 compared with $25,074,131 in March, 1941. Net railway 
operating income, before interest and rentals, in March amounted to 
$40,561,585 compared with $43,520,961 in March, 1941. 


Southern District 


Class I railroads in the southern district in the first three months 
of this year had an estimated net income, after interest and rentals, 
of $22,371,000 compared with $18,333,529 in the same period last year. 
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Those same roads in the three months of 1942 had a net railway 
operating income, before interest and rentals of $38,842,920 compared 
with $34,650,454 in the same period of 1941, 

Operating revenues of the Class I railroads in the southern district 
in the three months of 1942 totaled $210,069,816, an increase of twenty- 
nine per cent compared with the same period in 1941, while operating 
expenses totaled $141,034,125, an increase of 29.2 per cent above 194) 

Class I railroads in the southern district for the month of March 
alone had an estimated net income, after interest and rentals of 
$10,225,000 compared with $7,998,539 in March, 1941. Net railway op- 
erating income, before interest and rentals, in March amounted to 
$16,099,311 compared with $13,756,466 in March, 1941. 


Western District 


Class I railroads in the western district in the first three months of 
this year had an estimated net income, after interest and rentals of 


$32,765,000 compared with a deficit of $4,987,388 in the same period 
last year, 

Those same roads in the first three months of 1942 had a net rail- 
way operating income, before interest and rentals, of $94,185,252. com- 
pared with $55,138,124 in the same period of 1941. 

Operating revenues of the Class I railroads in the western district 
in the three months of 1942 totaled $560,715,406, an increase of 40,9 
per cent compared with the same period in 1941, while operating ex- 
penses totaled $385,410,525, an increase of 31.1 per cent above 1941. 

Class I railroads in the western district for the month of March 
alone had an estimated net income, after interest and rentals, of 
$14,353,000 compared with a deficit of $2,183,682 in March, 1941. Net 
railway operating’ income, before interest and rentals, in March 
amounted to $35,694,643 compared with $22,893,025 in March, 1941. 


COAL TRANSPORTATION 


Solid Fuels Coordinator Ickes announced May 5 that all- 
rail shipments of coal into New England increased an average 
of 86 carloads daily in the week ended April 25. He said sta- 
tistics supplied by the Association of American Railroads showed 
that 7,582 cars of bituminous and anthracite, or about 417,000 
tons, were moved into the New England region via rail gate- 
ways in that week, compared with 6,981 cars, or about 383,955 
tons, in the week ended April 18. On the basis of these figures, 
he said, the daily average carload delivery rate rose from 997 
to 1,083 cars. He cited, also, a report by the A. A. R. that up to 
April 25 a total of 98,642 cars of coal had been delivered into 
New England by rail this year, compared with 69,408 carloads 
for the corresponding period of 1941. 


DAMAGE TO MACHINERY 


Ways to reduce damage to machinery moving by rail to 
ordnance plants for the manufacture of war materials will be 
discussed at a two-day conference in the Hotel Sherman, Chi- 
cago, beginning Monday, May 11. 

The meeting, sponsored by the Freight Container Bureau 
of the Association of American Railroads, will be presided over 
by Edward Dahill, chief engineer of the bureau. Loss and 
damage prevention officers of more than thirty midwestern 
railroads, as well as representatives from the Office of Chief 
of Ordnance of the United States Army, will attend. 

This is the second conference of this sort, the first having 
been held in New York last November. 


SHIPPER COOPERATION ENLISTED 


The National Association of Shippers’ Advisory Boards, the 
National Industrial Traffic League and the Association of 
American Railroads have joined in issuing a folder picturing, 
on its first page, a freight car with the legend, “Here’s Your 
Weapon, Mr. Shipper.” The folder urges shippers to help 
make every freight car contribute its full share of transpor- 
tation service to the people of America, proposes various 
methods by which that can be accomplished, and adds “that’s 
how you can use your ‘weapon’ to smack the Axis, Mr. Ship- 
per.” The folder includes a questionnaire, with spaces for 
“yes” or “no” answers, to enable shipper-readers to check on 
their own shipping practices to determine whether or not those 
practices are 100 per cent efficient. 


FEDERAL TRAFFIC COORDINATION 


Chairman Nelson, of the War Production Board, said May 5 
he had not, as had been reported, asked the Bureau of the 
Budget to make a survey with a view to coordinating in a sin- 
gle agency all government activities relating to transportation. 
At the Bureau of the Budget the official in charge of trans- 
portation matters said he had not heard of such a request. He 
said the bureau had made some studies with a view to coordi- 
nating traffic activities of the government, but that no action 
had been taken to the extent indicated in the report. The queés- 
tion of having established a department of transportation in the 
President’s cabinet had been discussed from time to time, he 
said. 
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The Traffic World Washington Bureau 


Laws that “a very few” states had enacted to limit the 
length of trains were retarding train movements and prevent- 
ing the most efficient use of motive power, and “a much larger 
number” of similar state statutes with respect to the number 
of men in train crews might conceivably have an adverse ef- 
fect on the movement of trains in the event that the war re- 
sulted in a severe drain on railroad man power, said Director 
Eastman in an address May 5 on “State Obstacles to Interstate 
Commerce,” before representatives of governments of the 48 
states attending a federal-state conference on war restrictions, 
at the Department of Commerce in Washington. 

Normally, state laws regulating the number of men in 
train crews tended to increase cost of operation, but had com- 
paratively little effect on the movement of trains, said Mr. 

tman~ He added that the “very numerous” state laws pro- 
viding for rigorous control over railroad passenger service, 
often affecting interstate as well as intrastate traffic, might 
also have a serious adverse effect on railroad transportation 
under war-time conditions. 

“The limitations on train length, in the very few states 
which have enacted such limitations,” he said, “require shorter 
freight and passenger trains than are operated in the remainder 
of the country. When longer trains reach the boundaries of 
those states, therefore, they must be broken up and, in addi- 
tion to the delay involved, it takes more locomotives to haul 
the freight or passengers across the state than would other- 
wise be necessary. Or, to avoid such delays, the railroad may 
elect to operate shorter trains in the adjoining states, with a 
still greater demand on locomotives. When the need arises, 
as it soon will, if it does not now exist, for the conservation 
of all passenger equipment by the elimination of all passenger 
service which is not essential, the rigorous state procedures 
so often prescribed as a prerequisite to any such elimination 
may, in many instances, interpose prolonged delays before 
the conservation can be accomplished which will be necessary 
if all essential needs for service are to be met.” 


Truck-Bus Situation “Serious” 
Continuing, he said: 


With respect to trucks and busses, the situation is still more se- 
rious. I am aware, and am glad to report, that the state authorities are 
showing quite generally a most commendable disposition to respond to 
war needs in every way within their power, and not infrequently they 
have a leeway which permits them to relax the restrictions in question 
under emergency conditions. But even such action on their part neces- 
sarily takes some time, and by no means do they always possess the 
authority necessary for such relaxation. There is an imposing volume 
of evidence that trucks engaged in handling, not only commercial ship- 
ments, but also shipments under seal made by the army and navy and 
of the most urgent character, have been seriously obstructed or im- 
peded in movements across state lines. These obstructions have re- 
sulted, not only from variations in size and weight regulations, but also 


from impediments to the use of vehicles because of license regulations 
and the like. 


Railroad Influence 


Explaining that he thought it well to be “entirely frank 
about this matter,” Mr. Eastman said that, “unfortunately,” 
the situation with respect to bus and truck restrictions had 
been affected, “at times to a controlling extent,” by the desire 
of the railroads to limit or embarrass the competition they en- 
countered from motor trucks and busses. He added: 


The railroads and their employes, who are powerful politically, 
have been extremely active in seeking state restrictions upon the size 
and weight of motor vehicles for this purpose, and in opposing any 
federal remedial legislation. Manifestly, also, the success of such ef- 
forts on their part in even a single state has effects in interfering with 
the flow of interstate commerce by motor vehicle which extend far be- 
yond the boundaries of that state. Continuing with this frank expres- 
sion of personal opinion, there exist, in a very few states, regulations 
which can be satisfactorily explained in no other way. 


Mr. Eastman observed that the Commission had issued a 
voluminous report on the matter of federal regulation of 
motor vehicle sizes and weights, embodying what had seemed 
to him “very modest and reasonable” remedial legislation 
recommendations. 

“Through a combination of railroad and railroad employe 
Opposition with an opposition from state authorities who fear 
encroachment of state rights, these very modest recommenda- 
Uons have been subjected to a bitter attack full of misunder- 
Standings and misrepresentations which, to me, have been both 
surprising and very regrettable,” he said. 

He added that “the state regulations which interfere with 
the free flow of interstate commerce are not confined to the 
restrictions upon the size and weight of motor vehicles, but 


1243 


include provisions with respect to licensing, taxation, and the 
ike.” He spoke of present heavy demands on existing trans- 
portation facilities, and said he looked forward “with the ut- 
most foreboding” to the time when the rubber shortage and 
gasoline rationing might greatly reduce truck and bus trans- 
portation. 

“May I oe permitted to say, parenthetically only, that to 
the extent that the desire to protect the railroads from com- 
petition may be responsible for some of these restrictions, the 
railroads certainly are in need of no such protection now,” he 
continued. “On the contrary, they need, or soon will need, all 
the help from competing agencies of transportation that they 
can get. 

“There are two ways of accomplishing, for the ‘duration,’ 
the relaxation which is so urgently needed. One is by voluntary 
but prompt action on the part of the states and their authorities, 
under new state legislation, if necessary. The other is federal 
action under the war power of the Constitution. . . . So far as 
my observation has gone .. . there is, generally speaking, a 
keen desire on the part of the states and their authorities to 
cooperate. ... 


“It is quite possible, however, that conditions may exist, at 
least in some states, owing to the fact that legislatures are not 
in session or for other similar reasons, which will make it im- 
practicable to accomplish what is needed through voluntary 
action on the part of the states and their authorities. In that 
event, the only alternative seems to be to accomplish it through 
federal action under the war power. Again I know that the 
federal authorities will welcome the help of the states in fram- 
ing any such emergency legislation. It should be so drawn 
that it will have force and effect only during the duration of 
the war or for such reasonable time thereafter as emergency 
conditions, arising out of the war, may be expected to prevail. 
It should also contain language which will have the effect of 
preventing this wartime action from being regarded as any 
precedent for the future. As any such legislation will concern 
transportation primarily, I am constrained to believe, although 
without any personal enthusiasm, that the administering agency 
should be the Office of Defense Transportation, although the 
legislation certainly should provide for collaboration on the 
part of the Public Roads Administration. Finally, it should 
preclude any action except.for the purpose of accomplishing 
better utilization of domestic transportation facilities for the 
successful prosecution of the war, and only where it appears 
that there will be no resultant public injury which will transcend 
in importance the expected benefits.” 


Message from President 


Secretary Jones, of the Commerce Department, in an ad- 
dress of welcome to the state delegations May 5, read a message 
from President Roosevelt to the delegates. That message said 
that “legal obstacles arising from a desire for regional and 
local advantage . . . tend to defest the requirements of free 
commerce and free enterprise among the states,’ that much 
remained to be done before all legal restrictions to the war 
effort had been eliminated, and that it was for this purpose that 
he invited them to this conference of state representatives with 
federal agencies directing the war program. 


W. P. B. Chairman Speaks 


Donald M. Nelson, chairman of the War Production Board, 
in addressing the conferees May 5 on “Our Economy in a Total 
War,” said that many of the restrictive state laws constituted 
“a form of ‘business as usual’ which we can no longer put up 
with,” and that “the most important single field may well be 
that of transportation.” Continuing, he said: 


I don’t need to go into any detail about the port-of-entry laws, and 
the allied network of devices which tend to hamper the free interstate 
movement of goods by truck. I simply want to call your attention to 
them and point out that until this war is ended our entire transporta- 
tion system is going to be carrying a greater load than it ever carried 
before. It has got to be as free to carry that load as we can possibly 
make it. This is no time to hang on to the luxury of regulations which 
are aimed primarily at keeping the people of one state from hauling 
goods in another state. It is no time to hang on to the luxury of regu- 
lations designed to restrict or limit the number of people who may 
carry goods from one place to another. The shortages of gas, rubber 
and repair parts are going to give our motor transport operators han- 
dicaps enough; the very least we can do is make sure than no unnec- 
essary handicaps are added. ... 

Licensing rules in regard to motor transport affect the war effort 
in many ways. We are doing everything we can to promote the collec- 
tion of scrap metals by junk dealers. Salvage work of that kind is very 
important, because we need these metals very badly. But in a great 
many cases we have found that local regulations prevent a junk dealer 
from crossing a county line, keep farmers from loading their trucks 
with scrap metal to take to a dealer, or require such high license fees 
from junk dealers as to cut down on their operations. In many states 
truckers of live stock are forbidden to make ‘‘back hauls’’—to carry 
freight back to farmers after delivering stock at the railway—which sim- 
ply means an uneconomical use of trucking facilities and a considerable 
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waste of rubber. In the same way, it is not possible to make the most 
efficient use of trucks in the distribution of food because of the fact 
that many cities close their markets to itinerant or long-haul truck- 
Crs. . « 

As still another example of the way in which state laws can in- 
crease our transportation problems, let me call your attention to one 
thing we have run into in connection with the handling of ‘‘frozen’’ 
stocks of refrigerators. The War Production Board has worked out a 
plan so that these refrigerators may be distributed to the various gov- 
ernmental and public health agencies with a minimum of handling, lost 
time and effort. To relieve the strain on transportation facilities, it has 
been arranged that manufacturers may warehouse their frozen stocks 
in centrally-locafed warehouses. But manufacturers are hesitant to do 
this, because most states charge a rather high domestication tax to for- 
eign companies which have offices or warehouses in their jurisdiction. 
The result is, in many cases, that the manufacturer simply stores the 
refrigerators at the factory and makes all shipments from there. This 
strains shipping facilities, and in many instances has meant that re- 
frigerators are shipped from one state back to the manufacturer’s state 
only to be reshipped a little later to the state they originally came 
Om. . «+s 

Some states have laws limiting the number of cars that may be put 
in any one freight train. The added burden which such a law puts on 
a railroad is obvious. It must also be obvious that in this war we 
must not put on any railroad a burden which is not absolutely essen- 
| ae 


Mr. Nelson observed that a state law which unduly limited 
the load carried in a truck might mean that some American 
soldier in a distant battlefield would not get the equipment he 
needed at the time he needed it. He said the skilled labor 
wasted by a “make work’”’ code might be just the handicap that 
“makes us fail to meet a vital war production schedule.” 


Disagrees With Benton 


Gregory Hankin, member of the District of Columbia public 
utilities commission, has made public a letter to John E. Benton, 
general solicitor of the National Association of Railroad and 
Utilities Commissioners, taking exception to opposition expressed 
by Mr. Benton in a letter to association members to “federal 
legislation destructive of the powers of the states over their 
highways.” Mr. Benton said in the letter he was skeptical 
about there being any real need for federal emergency truck 
legislation. Mr. Hankin, in his letter to Mr. Benton, said that “a 
mere glance at a tabular analysis of state laws which operate 
as tariff walls within our nation is sufficient to convince that 
they constitute a ‘crazy quilt’ of regulation, with each state con- 
stantly hampering others.” 
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Truck lines “naturally” desired to operate their trucks 
with as little legal interference as possible, but it was the duty 
of state officials to safeguard their investment in highways by 
prohibiting the movement of loads that might damage or 
destroy the roads, said Thomas H. MacDonald, Public Roads 
Administration commissioner, in an address before the confer- 
ence May 5. The problem, he said, was to establish regulations 
that would allow truck operators the greatest latitude possible 
consistent with the ability of pavements and bridges to carry 
the loads without distress. 


He submitted several policy recommendations as to modi- 
fication of existing truck size and weight restrictions. Adop- 
tion of those recommendations by the states, he said, would 
facilitate movement of motor vehicles in interstate commerce. 
He indicated that there was a fair degree of uniformity of state 
regulations as to vehicle height and width maxima, at 150 
inches and 96 inches, respectively. The American Association of 
State Highway Officials, he said, had recommended a maximum 
length of 35 feet for single vehicles and 45 feet for combina- 
tions of vehicles. 


Truck Loads and Tire Sizes 


He said a rather common limitation applicable to pneu- 
matic tires was a maximum load of 600 pounds by the inch 
of tire width, but that this would permit gross overloading of 
smaller sizes of truck tires while limiting the load on a 
14.00x24 tire to less than its maximum rated capacity. It was 
“very necessary” to limit the wheel loads of vehicles, but there 
was no valid reason for limiting the sizes of pneumatic tires, 
and it seemed entirely reasonable to permit a maximum wheel 
load of 9,000 pounds and a maximum axle load of 18,000 pounds 
without regard to the type of rubber tires on the vehicle, said 
he. Subject to certain axle load limitations, the gross weight 
of a vehicle or combination of vehicles having three or more 
axles should not exceed 40,000 pounds, he added. 


The Commerce Department’s Bureau of Foreign and 
Domestic Commerce on May 6 distributed copies of a 42-page 
mimeographed booklet entitled “Legal Obstacles to Motor Truck 
Transportation in Wartime” to the delegates. The compilation 
submitted data on 80 cases of delays to the war program, based 
on letters received from trucking concerns, reported from 23 
states. 
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In an address before the conference May 7, William ¢c 
Crow, chief of the transportation and warehousing branc} of 
the Agriculture Department’s Agricultural Marketing Admin- 
istration, said that “in these times we cannot afford the luxury 
of imposing regulations on motor truck operations which have 
the effect of decreasing the efficiency of this method of trans- 
portation.”” In some parts of the country, he said, truck move- 
ment from one area to another was interfered with by the 
necessity of obtaining license tags or other permits in every 
state through which the truck operated. As to varying state 
restrictions on truck sizes, weight and loads, he said the stand- 
ards suggested by Mr. MacDonald “ought to provide a good 
basis for eliminating the non-uniformity of regulation among 
the different states.” He said that under the truck tire con- 
servation program, there must be no legal barriers to success- 
ful operation. He urged, further, that port of entry laws must 
not be so administered as to require movement over indirect 
routes to cause excessive delays; that federal and state regula- 
tions tending to prevent trucks from obtaining a backhaul or 
return load led to wasteful practices and should be repealed: 
that the railroads had all the traffic they could handle and that 
the trucks must continue to operate; and that ‘“‘we should make 
certain that rail transportation is not burdened by unnecessary 
and outmoded laws.” 


Effect of Train Length Limits 


“For instance,” he said, “in times like these, when we can 
get additional quantities of locomotives only with great diffi- 
culty, should unreasonable limits be placed on the number of 
cars that can be pulled by one engine? In one state it is claimed 
that last year it was necessary to run 4,100 extra trains 
because of a limit on the number of cars to a train. As labor 
becomes more scarce, we may need to give attention to require- 
ments which make it necessary to provide each train with a 
crew of a certain number of men, regardless of the need for 
that number to perform the operation. . We must take 
every step possible to see that every method of transportation 
we have operates at the peak of efficiency.” 


Restraints by Labor Unions 


Mr. Crow said unnecessary handling of shipments was 
forced on many city markets “by combinations of truck owners 
and by some organized bands of workers.” In one city, he added, 
wholesalers operating their own trucks were not allowed to 
leave their own merchandise on their own trucks overnight, 
but had to unload it even though the same merchandise was 
to be reloaded on the same truck the next morning. Farmers 
and trucks entering a city with a load of produce, he said, had 
been forced to hire special drivers to drive their trucks into 
the market and hire special unloaders when they already had 
sufficient men on the truck to do the job. Under the present 
interpretation of federal statutes the Department of Justice had 
found itself without authority to break up such practices, and 
it seemed, therefore, that the states and the federal government 
would have to assume the responsibility for new legislation to 
cope with these problems, he said. 

“Let us reexamine our laws and regulations, change those 
which interfere with the task we have to do, and enact others 
to break up practices of groups which would sabotage our war 
effort for their own immediate gain,” he concluded. “We have 
but one task to perform, and that is to win the war. Nothing 
must be allowed to stop us.” 

Secretary Wickard, of the Agriculture Department, speak- 
ing before the conference May 7, made a similar plea. 

“In transportation—by rail, truck, or ship—the situation 
is so tight that we cannot afford to move anything that is not 
absolutely essential,” he said. “Neither can we afford any 
useless loading and unloading, round-about routing, or empty 
backhauls. In fact, there is so much to be moved that usually 
it is a case of which essential product has priority over other 
essential goods.” 


He said his department was working with the O. D. T. to 
make the best use of trucks and railways. He added that “no 
kind of law, or administrative order, can increase the short 
supplies of materials or remove strains on transportation.” 


At the Association of American Railroads the comment was 
made with respect to Secretary Wichard’s remarks about the 
transportation situation, that no car shortages on the railroads 
had been reported. It was asserted that the railroads were 
moving the traffic offered. 


Expected Action 


Under-Secretary Taylor, of the Commerce Department, 
said, after the three-day conference, that it would be his guess 
that action in line with a recommendation made by Frank Bane, 
executive director, Counsel of State Governments, would be an 
outgrowth of the conference. Mr. Bane recommended estab- 
lishment of committees of representatives of federal and state 
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governments to collaborate in efforts to obtain uniformity of 
state laws affecting interstate shipment by rail and highway. 
Mr. Taylor said the state governments would have to take the 
initiative, probably acting through their counsel, and that action 
might be effected through conferences with Director Eastman 
and Lieutenant General Somervell, U. S. Army chief of supply 
services. 

General Somervell told the conferees that, unless the state 
eliminated trade barriers by cooperative action of their own 
accord, the time might come when the situation might be so 
desperate that the federal government would have to step in 
and enforce its will. The conferees adopted no resolutions. 


CONTRACTS FOR TUGS 


Contracts for the construction of five ocean going tugs 
have been awarded to the Glohe Shipbuilding Company, of 
Superior, Wisconsin, the Maritime Commission has announced. 
These tugs, known as design V4-M-A1, are the largest com- 
mercial vessels of their type, having an overall] length of 194 
feet nine inches, with a molded breadth of 37 feet six inches 
and a designed draft of 15 feet six inches. They are Diesel- 
propelled. This makes a total of ten such vessels to be built 
by the Superior Company, a contract having been awarded last 
November for five others. A total of 18 tugs of this type are 
now under construction. 

The Maritime Commission has announced that contracts 
have been awarded for the construction of 8 additional sea- 
soing tugs of the V4-M-A1 design, 4 to be constructed by the 
Avondale Marine Ways, Inc., New Orleans, La., and the others 
by Froemming Bros., Inc., shipbuilding division at Milwaukee, 
Wis. Each of these companies now has a contract for the con- 
struction of 4 tugs of this design. These awards, the commission 
says, bring to 38 the number of tugs of this type now under 
construction. All are to be delivered prior to July 1, 1943. 


MONEY FOR RIVER CRAFT 


The Senate, shortly before passing the independent offices 
appropriation bill, May 6, agreed to an amendment offered by 
Senator Danaher, of Connecticut, and Senator Shipstead, of 
Minnesota, making not less than $20,000,000 of the appropria- 
tion of $980,000,000 for the Maritime Commission available for 
the construction of towboats and barges adapted for use in the 
transportation of oil, gasoline, fuels, and other commodities 
over the inland or coastal waters of the United States. 

Senator Danaher, speaking in support of the amendment, 
told of the use to which the protected waterways might be put 
in the transportation of petroleum. In answer to an inquiry by 
Senator Vandenberg, of Michigan, he said, the amendment im- 
plemented already-existing legislation containing directives for 
construction of ships. 

Admiral] Land, War Shipping Administrator, wrote Senator 
McKellar he did not think such an amendment was necessary 
because authority and money to build such vessels were avail- 
able if the Office of Defense Transportation determined the 
vessels were needed. 

The amendment will have to be considered by the House. 


M. C. SHIP CONSTRUCTION 


Exceeding the one-a-day schedule set up for that period, 
American shipyards in April completed and delivered into actual 
service a total of 36 merchant vessels, the Maritime Commission 
announced May 4. 

“The April achievement brought the record for the first 
four months of 1942 to 106 merchant ships placed in war service 
of the United Nations, under a constantly expanding program,” 
itsaid. “This exceeds the entire merchant vessel production by 
American shipyards in 1941. The pace is scheduled to be ac- 
celerated this month.” 

In April, U. S. shipyards launched 51 merchant vessels, 
more than double the number launched in January, the com- 
mission said. It added that in the first four months of this year 
approximately 200 keels were laid for new Maritime Commis- 
sion construction. 


FREE ENTRY OF RED CROSS IMPORTS 


_ The Treasury Department has announced issuance bv the 
Bureau of Customs of new regulations, under authority of the 
President, permitting free entry of food, clothing, medical, sur- 
gical and other supplies imported by the American National 
Red Cross for relief work in connection with the war. How- 
‘ver, according to the announcement, Red Cross officials said 
the immediate effect of the new regulations would be to admi: 
the handiwork of scores of chapters of the Red Cross in other 
American republics. It noted that the tariff act of 1930 author- 
zed the Secretary of the Treasury to permit free entry of relief 
materials for the Red Cross on declaration by the President 
of a state of emergency. 
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Freight Forwarder Regalation 


The conference report on S. 210, the freight forwarder bill, 
was filed in the House May 4 by Chairman Lea, of the House 
committee on interstate and foreign commerce (see Traffic 
World, May 2, p. 1171). 

The House conferees in a statement in the conference re- 
port said: 


The managers on the part of the House at the conference on the 
disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the amendment of the House 
to the bill (S. 210) to amend the Interstate Commerce Act, as amended, 
to provide for the regulation of freight forwarders, submit the fol- 
lowing statement in explanation of the effect of the action agreed 
upon and recommended in the accompanying conference report: 

The House amendment struck out all of the Senate bill after the 
enacting clause. The committee of conference recommends that the 
Senate recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the House, 
with an amendment which is a substitute for both the Senate bill 
and the House amendment, and that the House agree to the same. 

The differences between the House amendment and the proposed 
conference substitute are noted in the following statement, except for 
incidental changes made necessary by reason of agreements reached, 
and minor clarifying changes. 


Provisions of Proposed Part IV of the Interstate Commerce Act 
Section 402 (a) (6). Definition of Interstate Commerce 


Section 402 (a) (6) of the House amendment defined the term ‘‘in- 
terstate or foreign commerce’’ with a view to making the new pro- 
posed part IV apply to freight forwarding to and from points outside 
the United States, in so far as it took place within the United States. 
The definition was subject to problems of interpretation regarding 
the meaning of the word ‘‘transshipment.’’ The conferees felt that it 
was not clear whether the term ‘‘transshipment’’ meant the giving of 
a new bill of lading or the unloading and reloading of the property. 
The definition as agreed to in conference follows the provisions of 
part I of the Interstate Commerce Act. The term defined is ‘‘inter- 
state commerce’ rather than ‘‘interstate or foreign commerce,”’ but 
the term is so defined as to include foreign operations by freight for- 
warders in so far as such freight forwarding ‘‘takes place within the 
United States.’’ This method of defining the Commission’s jurisdic- 
tion will, it is believed, work out more satisfactorily than the method 
proposed in the House amendment. 


Section 402 (b). 


Section 402 (b) of the House amendment specified certain forward- 
ing activities with respect to which part IV was not to apply. Among 
those specified were forwarding operations with respect to a ‘‘single 
general commodity.’’ The Senate bill contained no such exemption. 
The conference substitute omits this exemption. 


Exemptions 


Section 404 (c). Discrimination by Part I, II, and III Common Carriers 


The conference substitute, in section 404 (c), contains a provision 
which was in neither the Senate bill nor the House amendment, mak- 
ing it unlawful for any common carrier subject to part I, II, or III 
of the Interstate Commerce Act to give any undue or unreasonable 
preference or advantage to any freight forwarder, whether or not such 
freight. forwarder is controlled by such carrier, or to subject any 
freight forwarder, whether or not such freight forwarder is controlled 
by such carrier, to any undue or unreasonable prejudice or disad- 
vantage. The inclusion of this prohibition was deemed desirable for 
the purpose of making more effective the policy of including in the 
legislation all appropriate provisions to prevent discriminations, pref- 
erences, and prejudices growing out of relationships between operat- 
ing common carriers and freight forwarders. 


Section 404 (d). 


The conference substitute contains, in section 404 (d), a provision 
to the effect that nothing in part IV shall be construed to prohibit 
any freight forwarder from entering into an agreement with another 
freight forwarder for the joint loading of traffic, except that the Com- 
mission may cancel or require the modification of any such agreement 
which it finds to be inconsistent with the national transportation policy 
declared in the Interstate Commerce Act. No such provision was 
contained in the House amendment. A similar provision was con- 
tained in the Senate bill, without the authority of the Commission to 
cancel or require modification of such an agreement. 


Section 406 (d). Rate Making Rule 


Section 406 (d) of the House amendment contained a ‘‘rule of 
rate making’’ similar to sections 15a (2), 216 (i), and 307 (f) of the 
Interstate Commerce Act. In the conference substitute, section 406 (d), 
the Commission is directed to give consideration, in addition to the 
other factors specified in the subsection as it passed the House, to 
“the inherent nature of freight forwarding.’’ 


Joint Loading 


Section 406 (e). Power to Suspend New Rates 


Section 406 (e) of the House amendment granted to the Commis- 
sion the same power to suspend new rates as is provided for under 
parts I, II and III of the act. The House provision granted this power 
with respect to all new rates, except the temporary joint rates filed 
under section 409, including those initially filed under part IV. In the 
comparable provision in section 406 (f) of the Senate bill, an excep- 
tion was made with respect to initial tariffs filed prior to January 1, 
1942. This date was specified at a time when early enactment of the 
legislation was anticipated. This provision, included in the confer- 
ence substitute in section 406 (e), provides that the suspension power 
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shall not apply in the case of “‘any initial tariff filed prior to the 
expiration of 90 days after the date of enactment of this part.’’ 


Section 406 (f). Commission’s Power with Respect to Intrastate Rates 


Section 406 (f) of the conference substitute is a new provision 
granting to the Commission, with respect to intrastate freight for- 
warder rates, substantially the same power as is granted the Com- 
mission under section 13 (3) and (4) of part I in the case of intra- 
state railroad rates. It is the power to remove undue advantages, 
preferences, or prejudices as between persons or localities in intra- 
state commerce on the one hand and interstate commerce on the other 
hand, or unjust discrimination against interstate commerce. 


Section 407. Motor Carrier Rates Applicable to Small Parcel 
Forwarding 


Section 407 of the House amendment provided that in the estab- 
lishment of rates, classifications, rules, or regulations by common 
carriers by motor vehicle subject to part II of the Interstate Com- 
merce Act, consideration could be given to the type of property ten- 
dered for transportation by any freight forwarder engaged exclusively 
in service with respect to parcels not exceeding 70 pounds in weight 
or 100 inches in length and girth combined, with a view to affording 
rates or charges for such transportation as low as consistent with the 
receiving of reasonably adequate compensation by such carriers. The 
Senate bill contained no such provision. This section is retained in 
the conference substitute, as section 407 thereof, except that it is 
modified by striking out the word ‘‘exclusively,’”’ so that it applies 
in the case of rates, classifications, rules or regulations applicable to 
transportation of such property for any freight forwarder. 


Section 409. Adjustment Period Pending Establishment of Assembling 
and Distribution Rates 


The conference substitute includes the provisions of section 409 
of the House amendnient permitting the continuance of joint rates 
between common carriers by motor vehicle and freight forwarders 
during a temporary period, pending the establishment of assembling 
and distribution rates pursuant to the provisions of section 408. 

The only changes made in this section by the conference substi- 
tute are as follows: 

(1) The time within which notice must be given to the Commis- 
sion, or tariffs must be filed with the Commission, under paragraphs 
(1), (2), and (3) is changed from 15 days to 30 days. 

(2) That part of paragraph (4) relating to the making of changes 
in joint rates or divisions is modified so as to permit such changes 
upon express authority granted by order of the Commission. 

(3) Paragraph (6) in the House amendment provided that the 
filing of tariffs under paragraphs (2) and (3) could be in accordance 
with the requirements with respect to the form and manner of filing 
tariffs in effect under part II of the Interstate Commerce Act prior 
to July 20, 1937. In the conference substitute this date is changed 
to December 31, 1936. 


Section 410 (i). 


Neither the Senate bill nor the House amendment contained any 
provision relating to abandonment of freight-forwarder service. The 
conference substitute, section 410 (i), is a new subsection, providing 
that no freight forwarder which is controlled by or under common 
control with a common carrier subject to part I, II, or III of the Inter- 
state Commerce Act shall abandon all or any portion of its service 
unless and until there shall have been obtained from the Commission a 
certificate that such abandonment is consistent with the public interest 
and the national transportation policy declared in the Interstate Com- 
merce Act. Appropriate provisions for enforcement are included. This 
subsection was included for the purpose of more effectively carrying 
out the policy of preventing, so far as possible, consequences harmful 
to the public interest as a result of relationships between operating 
common carriers and freight forwarders. 


Section 411. Relationships Between Freight Forwarders and Other 
Persons 


Abandonment of Service 


Subsections (b) and (c) of section 411 of the conference substitute 
contain provisions which were not contained in the House amendment, 
and which are based upon provisions contained in section 408 (k) of the 
Senate bill. 

Subsection (b) prohibits any person whose principal business is that 
of manufacturing and selling and/or buying and selling articles or com- 
modities, and whose business operations are of such a character that serv- 
ices of a freight forwarder or forwarders (or similar assembling, consoli- 
dating, and shipping operations performed by such person for itself) are 
commonly used in connection with the transportation of such articles or 
commodities, and any person controlling, controlled by, or under common 
control with such person, from engaging in service as a freight forwarder, 
as defined in section 402 (a) (5). It is provided, however, that the Com- 
mission shall have power to issue a permit, under section 410, to any such 
person upon a finding that the proposed service will be consistent with the 
public interest and with the national transportation policy declared in the 
Interstate Commerce Act, and that the applicant is otherwise qualified. 
Upon the issuance of such a permit it will, of course, be lawful for such 
person to engage in service as a freight forwarder in accordance with the 
terms of the permit granted. The second proviso of this subsection mere- 
ly extends to those persons covered by the subsection the right to con- 
tinue operations, after enactment of part IV, pending determination of 
their applications for permits, if the applicant has engaged in business as 
a freight forwarder continuously between October 1, 1941, and the date 
of enactment of part IV. 

Subsection (c) of section 411 of the conference substitute provides 
that after 6 months from the date of enactment of part IV it shall be 
unlawful for any director, officer, employe, or agent of any common 
carrier subject to part I, II, or III of the Interstate Commerce Act (or for 
any director, officer, employe, or agent of a person controlling, controlled 
by, or under common control with such a common carrier), in his or 
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their own pecuniary interest, to own, lease, control, or hold stock in, any 
freight forwarder; except that the holding of a director’s quaiifying 
shares of stock, from which no personal pecuniary benefit is derived p 
the holder, is permitted. / 


Section 419. Liability for Past Acts and Omissions 


Section 419 of the House amendment, because of the unsettled lega| 
status of joint rate arrangements between common carriers by motor 
vehicle and freight forwarders since the decision of the Commission jp 
the Acme case (docket MC-2200) in 1937, provided that no person shoulq 
be subject to any punishment or liability under the provisions of any 
Federal statute, on account of any act done or omitted to he done prior 
to the effective date of part IV, in connection with the establishment 
charging, collection, receipt, or payment of rates of freight forwarders. 
or joint rates or divisions between freight forwarders and common car. 
riers by motor vehicle subject to the Interstate Commerce Act. The 
Senate bill contained no such provision. Section 419 of the conference 
substitute is the same as the section passed by the House, except that 
it grants such immunity from punishment or liability under the pro- 
visions of the Interstate Commerce Act only. This change accords with 
the recommendation made by the Attorney General of the United States. 


Section 420. Special Powers During Time of War or Other Emergency 


Section 420 of the conference substitute provides that section 1 (15) 
(16), and (17) of part I of the Interstate Commerce Act shall be appli- 
cable in the case of service subject to part IV by freight forwarders 
with like force and effect as in the case of the carriers to whom such 
provisions are specifically applicable. These provisions of part I grant 
to the Commission and to the President special powers with respect to 
directing the use of equipment and facilities, and with respect to 
preferences and priority in transportation in time of war or other emer- 
gency. This section conforms substantially to section 415 of the Senate 
bill. The House amendment contained no such provision. 


Section 421 (g) Application of Elkins Act 


The House amendment, in section 420 (g), made the provisions 
the Elkins Act of February 19, 1903, applicable to Beek “sean hg 
and for purposes of enforcement of part IV, except (1) to the extent that 
such provisions were inconsistent with the provisions of such part IV 
or (2) to the extent that such provisions imposed any duty or liability 
which was also imposed under such: part IV. The Senate bill, in sec- 
tion 417 (g), made the Elkins Act applicable without such exceptions, 
Section 421 (g) of the conference substitute omits these exceptions 
and makes the Elkins Act applicable to freight forwarder service sub- 
ject to part IV and to freight forwarders and shippers in respect to 
such service, and makes such Act applicable for purposes of enforce- 
ment of part IV. It further provides that the provisions of such Act 
-_ apply in addition to, and not to the exclusion of, the provisions 

par . 


Provisions Not Constituting Part of Proposed Part IV of Interstate 
Commerce Act 


Section 5. Numbering of Section 23 of Interstate Commerce Act 


Section 10 of the act approved March 2, 1889 (U. S. C. 1940 ed., title 
49, sec. 49), has for many years been commonly cited and referred to 
as section 23 of the Interstate Commerce Act and has been carried as 
such in the compilations printed for the official use of the Commission, 
although the provision has never been officially designated as section 
23. This section is merely for the purpose of officially designating, and 
authorizing the citation of such provision, as section 23 of the Interstate 
Commerce Act. 


Section 6. Effective Dates 


Section 6 of the conference amendment, based upon section 5 of the 
House amendment, relates to the time of taking effect of the provisions 
of the proposed new part IV. It differs from the House amendment in 
that instead of providing that section 405 shall take effect in 90 days 
after the enactment date it provides that such section shall take effect 
in 60 days after such date. The postponement of the effective date of 
other regulatory provisions for 90 days remains as in the House amend- 
ment, The change from 90 days to 60 days, in the case of section 405, 
is for the purpose of correcting a disparity in the time for filing 
“straight” forwarder rates under section 405 as compared with the 
time for the filing of temporary joint rates under section 409. The 
House amendment authorized the Commission to postpone the taking 
conference substitute this date is changed to September 1, 1942. 
effect of any provision of part IV where found to be necessary or ad- 
visable in the public interest, but not beyond July 1, 1942. In the 


The Senate adopted the conference report on S. 210 May 7. 
There was no discussion of the measure except that Senator 
Barkley, of Kentucky, obtained from Senator Wheeler an ex- 
planation of the action of the conferees with respect to shipper 
interest in forwarders. This matter was explained in the state- 
ment of the House managers. 

The House adjourned early May 7 until the following 
Monday, May 11, without having acted on the report. It is ex- 
pected the report will be brought up in the House the week 
beginning May 11. 


USE OF INLAND WATERWAYS 


Senator Maybank, of South Carolina, has submitted to 
the Senate S. Res. 241, authorizing the senate commerce com- 
mittee to investigate means by which the inland waterways of 
the United States may be more fully utilized, with a particular 
view toward providing for increasing the use of existing watel- 
ways for the transportation of petroleum products and other 
articles and commodities. 
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motor Wilson—Freight Routing (Part 2) 
n 
hould 
f any . Selection of Routes—After industrial traffic department carriers by similar routing instructions in the way bills that 
fo has selected the type of transportation service to be used accompany the shipments, and are binding on the connecting 
ieee in a given case, the next problem is that of selecting the specific carriers. ; ; 
n car. route. If it has been decided that railroad freight service is to If the routes are designated by the shippers or other parties 
The be used in connection with a shipment to be moved from Chi- entitled to select routes, the originating carriers use the in- 
rence cago to Dallas, Texas, for instance, the rail lines and junctions structions as the authority for the routing shown in their way- 
t that to be used must be selected. billing of the freight and in all other shipping documents. 
> Pro- All the considerations that determine the choice of types Shippers may not claim misrouting if the carriers follow 
— of service to be used are invoked to determine which carrier or the routes selected by the shippers and designated in writing 
combination of rail carriers will be used. Or, if steamship or in either the bills of lading and shipping orders or in separate 
cy motor service is to be used, a choice must be made among the written instructions supplied in connection with particular 
| (15), carriers Whose services are available. If railway express service shipments. 
appli- is to be used, no routing problem is presented, since the Rail- Misrouting 
riers, @ way Express Agency, Inc., now is the sole railway express If the carriers fail to observe the routing instructions 
grant apres. designated in writing by the shippers and the shippers or con- 
ect to Shippers’ Right to Select Route signees are damaged thereby by reason of higher freight rates 
pot Shippers are free to select any initial carrier they wish, OF additional switching or trucking charges, the carriers re- 
cenit provided the route is not embargoed and if the particular type sponsible for the failure to observe the routing instructions are 
of freight is transported by the carrier. If this carrier serves liable for difference between the charges applicable via the 
the point of destination also, it may be allowed to transport Toutes over which the shipments moved and the charges ap- 
the shipment the entire distance. Routes may be available via Plicable via the routes designated in writing by the shippers. 
= the originating carrier in connection with several or a number Shippers’ and Consignees’ Right to Route Shipments 
at that of connecting carriers and via a number of junction points. ? ; h 
rt IV. Under the provisions of the interstate commerce act, ship- .... AS between shippers and consignees, the party who has 
ability pers of goods in interstate commerce have the right not only to _ title to the goods generally, or the party who has the right to 
in sec- slect the initial carrier but, in ordinary cases, to select inter- Toute the shipments under the terms of the contract of pur- 
ptions. mediate and delivering carriers as well. If shippers are willing Chase _ sale of the goods, has = right to route the — 
— to pay combinations of local rates they may control the com- Generally, the party who _ title to _ — pang foes ect the 
ata A plete foutes of the shipments, if interchange facilities exist at | ansportation services and carriers to be used in their trans- 
eal the junction points so that the shipments may be exchanged portation, unless the owner has agreed that this responsibility 
ch Act between the carriers at these points. should be assumed by another. 
visions Between the important traffic centers the carriers have The interstate commerce act provides that the party, per- 
established joint through routes and through rates. In cases 0°, firm, or corporation making the shipment shall have the 
state where several through routes and rates are available, the ship- Tight to designate the through routes and, if the carriers accept 
pers have the right to indicate in writing the route to be used. SUCh routing instructions without knowledge that the person 
Act This right is subject only to such reasonable exceptions and ™aking the shipment did not, by reason of the contract of pur- 
\. title jg Tgulations as may from time to time be made by the Interstate Chase and sale of the goods, have the legal right to designate 
rred to. Commerce Commission. If a shipper designates a through route _ the route, the carriers are not liable to the person who did have 
ried as (Min the bill of lading covering a shipment, it is the duty of the the power to designate the route. Carriers do not have means 
nission, [M initial or originating carrier to route the shipment that way f ascertaining the party who has the right to route shipments 
section J and to issue a joint through bill of lading to cover the ship- Under the terms of the contract of purchase and sale. This is 
1g, and ment. It is the duty of the initial carrier to deliver the shipment 2 matter between the buyer and seller and, in the absence of 
to the connecting carrier at the proper junction point via which Knowledge on the part of the carrier that one or the other party 
the through route applies. Each succeeding connecting carrier 2Ctually has the power to select the route, the carrier can take 
ot the @ “turn becomes responsible for the transportation of the ship- ToUting instructions from the shipper, under the provisions of 
‘cisions fq ment over its line for the portion of the through route for which the interstate commerce act. 
ment in —— bong Maaapeste -_ = gp lca — - the — Powers of the Interstate Commerce Commission 
90 days necting line until it is fina elivered at the place an . : . ; 
e effect the athe selected by the diener to make the delivery = The rights of shippers to select routes over which ship- 
date of accord with the bill of lading instructions? The carriers in- ™ets are to move are subject to the provisions of the interstate 
amend- duded in the through routes via which through routes are pub- commerce act, which give to the Interstate Commerce Commis- 
ion 405, lished must be parties to the tariffs naming the rates and sion authority to make just and reasonable directions for the 
we routes. a oe = ——— ~ traffic of hig ys carriers 
9. The The interstate commerce act further provides that, in all SUDJect to the act whenever the Commission is of the opinion 
taking @ instances where competing lines of railroads constitute portions that any carrier, because of shortage of equipment, congestion 
. of through routes, shippers shall have the right to determine f ‘traffic, or other emergency requiring immediate action in any 
y or ad- wer which of the competing 1i saacee . section of the country, is unable to transport the traffic offered 
In the peting lines constituting portions of the to it ay ¢ th blic. Wh thi di- 
through lines or routes their freight shall be transported.* OH 80 SS Propersy *O Serve the Pm. enever this Cond 
May 7. The Commission and the U. S. Supreme Court, in many tion exists, the Commission may act either on complaint or on 
senator j ™portant decisions, have held that, where through routes and = own motion — aie ae roi ee ee oe a 
an eX- tates are published by the carriers, shippers have the right to sae casa adie — Fi ae al “b me ne nea 
shipper ‘lect the intermediate and delivering carriers as well as the nin iad th e aan ~ f th O uP, "pe q. h wa eee ae 
> state- initial carrier. This right or privilege has been held to be con- mn eo erest 0 e public and the commerce of the 
fe - ; ; : ‘ 
ah med by law on shippers in the United veeenae The terms under which the rerouted or redistributed traffic 
t ig ex- Designation of Routes by Shippers is transported may be agreed on by the interested carriers or, 
e week Shippers, owners, or others authorized to select the routes if they disagree, the Commission may fix just and reasonable 
0 be used may designate the routes in writing on the bills of terms, after hearing. ' 
lading or in separate written instructions. If the routing di- If the Commission acts in routing traffic in emergencies, 
tections are written in the bills of lading, they must be placed the shippers’ and consignees’ rights to route shipments are 
in the shipping orders retained by the carriers. The routes Superseded by its regulations so long as its service orders re- 
tted to JJ “ntained in the shipping orders govern. The routes so shown ™ain in force. The Commission’s services orders affecting 
-e com- (§ % transmitted by the originating carrier to its connecting Terouting are served on the carriers and remain in effect until 
ways of — they are rescinded by its action. 
ticular ‘Interstate Commerce Act, Part I, Section 15 (8). The Commission may also establish through routes and 
, water _ Ibid joint through rates over them when necessary or desirable in 
c other Interstate Commerce Act, Part I, Section 15 (8), proviso. 


. ‘Southern Pacific Co. v. Interstate Commerce Commission (200 5 Interstate Commerce Act, Part I, Section 1 (15) and (16). 
»: §. 536), 1906. ® Ibid., Section 1 (16). 
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the public interest. This may be done either on the Commis- 
sion’s own initiative, without complaint having been filed, or on 
complaint filed by an interested party. Hearings are held in 
such cases and, after hearing, the Commission may order the 
carriers affected to establish joint through routes, joint through 
rates, joint classifications, and the divisions of the through rates 
among the carriers.’ 

The power of the Commission to order the establishment 
of through routes is limited by the provision of the interstate 
commerce act that the Commission may not require any rail- 
road, without its consent, to include in any route substantially 
less than its entire line, including any intermediate railroad 
operated in connection with it and under a common manage- 
ment or control with it, lying between the termini of the pro- 
posed through routes, unless the inclusion of substantially all 
of the carrier’s line would make the route unreasonably long 
in comparison with other praticable established through routes, 
or unless the Commission finds that the through route proposed 
is needed in order to provide adequate and more efficient or 
more economic transportation.*® 

The power of Congress to establish such routes and the 
authority of the Interstate Commerce Commission to order 
their establishment, subject to this restriction, designed to pro- 
tect each carrier’s interest in the longest practicable haul over 
its lines, has been upheld by the U. S. Supreme Court in the 
case of the United States v. the Missouri Pacific Railroad.’ 

A carrier may voluntarily establish through routes that 
include less than substantially the entire portion of its line 
between the termini of the through routes, but it cannot be 
required to do so by order of the Commission. The Commission 
has held that carriers have this right in the case of the Western 
Pacific R. Co. v. Northwestern Pacific Railway Company, et al.’ 


Conflicting Route and Rate Instructions 


A source of difficulty in connection with the routing of 
freight occurs when there is conflict between the route specified 
by the shipper and the rate inserted by the shipper in the rate 
column of the bill of lading. Where the rate is applicable via 
the route designated by the shipper in the bill of lading, the 
carriers are obligated to transport the shipment over the route 
selected and at the rate shown. If, however, the rate specified 
in the bill of lading does not apply via the route selected, the 
initial carrier must ascertain from the shipper whether he 
wishes to have the shipment move over the route shown in 
the bill of lading at the rate applicable over this route, or 
whether he wishes to have the rate protected and the shipment 
forwarded over a route different from the one shown in the 
bill of lading, if the rate shown in the bill of lading is applicable 
over any route to which the initial carrier is a party. It is the 
carrier’s duty to obtain definite directions where the routing 
instructions are ambiguous or impossible. The Commission 
enunciated this rule in the case of Republic of France v. M. K. 
and T. R. Co., and other leading cases.” 

If the rate shown does not apply over any route to which 
the originating carrier is a party, the carrier may forward the 
shipment via the route selected by the shipper, as shown in the 
bill of lading. 

The initial carrier is not under obligation to turn the ship- 
ment delivered to it for transportation over to a competing 
originating carrier via which the rate shown in the bill of lading 
is applicable. The Commission has held that initial carriers 
are not bound to turn the shipments over to competitive 
originating carriers via which the lower rates apply.” 


Routing Instructions Showing the Delivering Carrier 


If the route shown in the bill of lading shows connecting 
carriers parties to a through rate from point of origin to 
destination on the commodity shipped, such as “C. and O.; 
C. R. I. and P.; U. P.”, each carrier, including the final carrier, 
is entitled to a line-haul movement via the junctions through 
which the through rate applies.” If, however, the final road in 
the series is shown as a delivering carrier only, such as “C. 
and O.; C. R. I. and P.; U. P. Delivery,” the final carrier is 
directed to perform terminal switching service only if the other 
carriers can haul the goods to the destination point by routes 

7 Ibid., Section 15 (3) and (4). 

8 Tbid., Section 15 (4). 

® United States et al. v. 
1929. 

1 (191 I. C. C. 127), 1923. 

1 Republic of France v. M. K. and T. R. Co. (77 I. C. C. 383), 1923; 
St. Louis Cooperage Co. v. B. and O. R. Co., et al. (161 I. C. C. 258), 
1930. 

2 McLean Lumber Co. v. L. and N. R. Co. (22 I. C. C. 349), 1912: 
Metamora Elevator Co., et al., v. C. H. and D. R. Co. et al. (160 I. C. C. 
491), 1929; and Hord Grain Co. v. C. and N. W. R. Co. et al. (172 
©. € Sid), 1681. 

13 Watters-Tonge Lumber Co. v. M. 
445), 1930. 


Missouri Pacific R. Co. (278 U. S. 269), 


and 2.8. Co. Gort. Cc. Cc. 
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via which through rates apply. In the case mentioned, if the 
C. and O., in connection with the C. R. I. and P., can transport 
the goods to destination, the U. P. should receive only a terminal 
delivery switching movement and not a line-haul movement. 
This principle has been repeatedly upheld in decisions of the 
Commission.* 

If the routing instructions furnished by the shipper show 
only the carrier selected to perform the terminal delivery, the 
originating carrier must forward the shipment via the cheapest 
or lowest rated route available in connection with which the 
desired delivery can be effected.” 


Rates as Routing Instructions 


Shippers may insert in bills of lading only the rates to be 
applied. If the rates are applicable over routes to which the 
originating carriers are parties, the insertion of the rates js 
considered equivalent to the designation of the routes over 
which the rates are applicable and these routes must be used 
in transporting the goods from points of origin to destination, 
The Commission has so interpreted the carriers’ obligation in 
the case of Archer-Daniels-Midland Co. v. Missouri Pacific R. 
Co. et al. The Commission held that the insertion of the rate 
by the shipper in the bill of lading was equivalent to specific 
routing over the route via which the rate applied.” 


Shipments Not Routed by Shippers 


If neither route nor rate is shown by the shipper on the bill 
of lading, the originating carrier and its connections must for- 
ward the shipments via the lowest rated reasonable route avail- 
able. If the shipment is not forwarded over the cheapest route 
to which the initial carrier is a party and the type of service 
represented by the initial carrier, there is misrouting. 

If the originating carrier is a standard rail carrier the 
cheapest reasonable available route is that composed of stand- 
ard rail carriers that are parties with the initial carrier to 
through routes via their combined lines. 

The initial carrier is under no obligation to deliver un- 
routed freight to rival competitive carriers of lower rates ap- 
plying over the lines of competitive carriers than rates over 
routes to which the initial carrier is a party, as has been stated 
above. 

If the initial rail carrier receives an unrouted shipment, it 
is not obliged to route it via rail-and-water routes by which 
rates may be lower than via all-rail routes to which the initial 
carrier is a party. The Commission has held that, if shippers 
wish shipments to move over rail-and-water routes at rates 
lower than the all-rail rates, they must specifically designate 
such routing.” 


Conditional Routing Instructions 


Shippers may insert in bills of lading routes and rates with 
restrictions or conditions surrounding the route to be used, 
such as a limitation stating that the route indicated is to be 
used, “provided the rate applies via this routing.” In such 
cases, carriers have been held to be put upon notice that the 
shipper wishes the route to be used only if the rate applies via 
the selected route. 


The same principle has been held applicable in cases where 
the party diverting or reconsigning a shipment selected a route 
beyond the diversion point subject to the limitation that the 
route was to be used, provided the rate shown in the routing 
inspections was applicable. In a case on this point the Com- 
mission held that the words in the conditional routing instruc- 
tions, “provided the rate applies via this routing,’ were 
sufficient to notify the carrier that the reconsignor desired the 
benefit of “the lowest rate applicable from origin to final 
destination via the diversion point.”” The Commission held that 
it was “the duty of the carrier to notify the reconsignor that 
his instructions could not be complied with.’ 


Carriers’ Obligation to Route Shipments So as to 
Protect Transit Services 


Shipments are sometimes tendered to carriers at points of 
origin covered by bills of lading that provide, by appropriate 
notations on the bills of lading, that the shipments are to be 
stopped-off en route at designated points for fabrication-in- 
transit, milling-in-transit, storage-in-transit, or other transit 
services or privileges, but are otherwise unrouted. In such 

4 Gulf Red Cypress Co. v. Alcolu R. Co. et al. (168 I. C. C. 169) 
1930, and Traffic Bureau, Lynchburg C. of C. v. Virginian R. C0. 
et al. (165 I. C. C. 77), 1930. 

1% Manassa Timber Co. v. St. L.-S. F. R. Co. et al. (165 I. C. ¢ 
77), 1930. 

16 (186 I. C. C. 243), 1932. 

17 Concrete Engineering Co. v. G. and S. I. R. Co. et al. (163 
527), 1930. 

1% Clark Fruit Co. v. L. 
1930; and Earl Fruit Co. v. 


and N. R. Co. et al. (169 I. C. ©. 169), 
O. S. L. R. et al. (46 I. C. C. 510), 191! 
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cases, the carriers receiving such shipments for transportation 
are obligated to transport them at the lowest through rates 
available via the routes to which the initial carriers are parties, 
applicable via the transit points. 

If shipments to which transit services are to be accorded are 
fully routed by notations on the bills of lading by the shippers, 
including the transit point at which the shipments are to be 
stopped, the carriers are obligated to transport the shipments 
via the designated routes and are not responsible for the pro- 
tection of the lowest through rates plus the transit fees ap- 
plicable via the transit points, nor are the originating carriers 
under obligation to obtain further instructions from the ship- 
pers, if the lowest through rates and transit fees are not 
applicable over the routes selected by the shippers.” 


Liability of Carriers for Misrouting 


If shipments are delivered by a carrier to another carrier 
for further transportation contrary to routing instructions con- 
tained in the bills of lading, the carriers responsible for the 
misrouting are liable to those deprived of the hauls for the 
amounts of the rates or charges that would have been earned 
if they had not been deprived of the hauls. This liability is 
joint and several with respect to the carriers causing the mis- 
routing and actions may be brought in any court of competent 
jurisdiction. If, however, the diversion or delivery of the ship- 
ments to carriers other than those specified in the bills 
of lading is done in compliance with a lawful order of the 
Commission, the carriers making the diversions or deliveries 
are not liable. 

The carriers to which the shipments are diverted contrary 
to bill of lading routing instructions are not liable if they can 
show that, before transporting the shipments so delivered to 
them, they had no notice of the routing instructions—by bills 
of lading, waybills, or otherwise. The burden of proof that 
they had no such notice is on these carriers. Reasonable at- 
torneys’ fees to be taxed in the cases are allowed the plaintiff 
carriers deprived of the hauls.” 


Unrouted Traffic 


Traffic that is not routed by shippers may be routed by 
the Commission. It may direct the routes such traffic shall take 
after it arrives at the terminus of one carrier or at a junction 
point with another carrier, whenever such routing may be re- 


quired by the public interest or by a fair distribution of the 
traffic.” 


Disclosure of Information Respecting Routes 


It is unlawful for any common carrier subject to the inter- 
state commerce act or for its employees or agents knowingly 
to disclose or permit any one else to acquire information with 
respect to shipments, without the consent of the shippers or 
consignees, whenever such information may be used to the 
detriment or prejudice of the shippers or consignees, or if it 
may improperly disclose his business transactions to competi- 
tors. It is also unlawful for any person to solicit or knowingly 
receive information that may be so used. The information that 
may not be disclosed includes any data concerning the ship- 
ments, such as: (1) the nature of the shipments; (2) the kinds 
of goods; (3) the quantity of goods shipped; (4) the destina- 
tions; (5) the identity of the consignees; (6) the routing of the 
shipments. 

Carriers are not prevented from giving this information 
in response to legal process or to officers of the law or other 
july authorized persons seeking information for the prosecu- 
tion of persons charged with or suspected of crimes. They are 
hot prohibited from giving such information to other carriers 
or their authorized agents for the purposes of adjusting mutual 
traffic accounts in the ordinary course of business of the car- 
ers.” The carriers’ freight tariffs are the official sources of 
nformation as to the routes available and rates applicable via 


these routes. The carriers may publish routes in several dif- 
ferent ways: 


1, The publication of the specific routes via which the rates are 
dplicable in the same tariffs which name the class or commodity rates. 
2. The publication in the same tariffs which name the rates, the 
ules via which certain rates on certain items of traffic apply, with 
‘Ne rest of the rates applicable via any routes which the carriers parties 
‘0 the tariffs use. 
,_ »% The publication of rates with no routing restrictions, excepting 
tat the rates are applicable via any routes which the carriers parties 
the tariffs may use. 
1. The reference in the tariff publishing the rates to gateways via 


_ Gwinn Bros. Co. v. C. and O. R. Co., Director General et al. 
‘1. C. C., 298), 1920. 
“ Tuterstate Commerce Act, Part I, Section 15 (9), 


“Tbid., Section 15 (10). 
“Tbid., Section 15 (11). 
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which the rates are applicable with the rates applicable via any routes 
via these gateways. 

5. The reference in the tariffs publishing the rates to other tariffs 
which are usually called ‘‘routing tariffs’? or ‘‘routing guides’’ which 
publish the routes via which rates named in various tariffs which refer 
to the routing tariffs are applicable. 


The carriers’ tariffs should be examined in order to de- 
termine which of these methods of routing is used in connection 
with the rates published in the individual tariffs. 


Publication of Specific Routes 


The tariff regulations of the Commission provide that the 
routing over which the rates named in any tariff apply must 
be stated in such manner that the routes may be definitely 
ascertained.” 

This may be done by providing in the tariff that the rates 
in the tariff apply only via the routes specifically shown in the 
tariff. If this plan is followed and complete routes are pro- 
vided for all rates shown in the tariff, a notation must be made 
in the tariff, under “Routing Instructions,” that the ‘rates 
named herein apply only via the routes specified” in the 
specifically designated pages or items of the tariff. A typical 
routing instruction rule of this type is herewith shown: 


The rates herein apply only via the routes specified on page —, 
except that when in the case of pronounced traffic congestion (not an 
embarge), washout, wreck, or other similar emergency, or through 
carriers’ error, carriers forward shipments via other junction points of 
the same carriers or via the lines of other carriers parties to the tariff, 
the rate to apply will be that specified in this tariff, but not higher than 
the rate applicable via route of movement. Departure from the terms 
of the amended Fourth Section of the Interstate Commerce Act is per- 
mitted by authority of the Interstate Commerce Commission Fourth 
Section Order No. —— of 





Rates Applicable via All Routes Except as 
Specifically Restricted 


A second method of publishing rates is to provide that, by 
stipulation in the tariff that publishes the rates, that the rates 
shall be applicable via all routes made use of by the lines of 
the carriers parties to the tariffs, except as otherwise specifically 
provided in the tariffs. If this plan is used, the Tariff Circular 
of the Commission provides that the following notation must 
appear in the tariff under the heading “Routing Instructions”: 


The rates herein named apply via all routes made use of by the 
lines of any of the carriers parties to this tariff, except as specifically 
provided on pages in individual items, or in connection with 
individual rates. 





These exceptions may be provided either by showing a 
statement of the routes for one or more carriers for the whole 
route or part of the route with a statement that the rates be- 
tween the points apply only for account of the carrier or car- 
riers noted, or by showing the routes via which the rates do not 
apply. The first of these methods is known as “affirmative 
routing,” while the latter method is known as “negative 
routing.” 

Routing Guides 


A third method of publishing routes is by reference in the 
tariffs that publish the rates to a separate tariff publication, 
which shows the routes via which the rates are applicable. 
These tariff publications, which publish only the routes, are 
called routing guides. They are published in some cases by 
individual railroads and sometimes by tariff publishing agents. 
The tariffs that publish the rates must refer specifically to the 
routing guides by I. C. C. reference number. The routing 
guides must be concurred in by all carriers over the lines of 
which routes are provided. Exceptions to the routes must not 
be contained in the routing guides but must be shown ‘in the 
tariffs naming the rates. 

A typical routing guide tariff shows the points or groups 
of origin and destination and the routes which must be used 
in routing traffic. 


Gateway Routings 


Transcontinental routings are usually published via spe- 
cifically designated gateways. The rates named in the class or 
commodity tariffs that contain rates between the eastern groups 
and points in Pacific coast and north Pacific coast territories, 
contain in the tables of contents, under “Key to Westen Gate- 
ways,” reference to the pages in these tariffs in which the keys 
are shown. The tables of contents of the north coast tariffs 
make reference for routing instruction to an item which pro- 
vides that, “except as otherwise specifically provided in in- 
dividual items, the rates authorized in this tariff from or to 
points shown in the pages indicated of the 





*°3 Interstate Commerce Commission, Tariff Circular No. 20, Rule 
4 (k), 
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North Coast Territorial Directory apply only via the Western 
Gateways indicated therein opposite each point.” The item 
referring to the Key to Western Gateways refers to the North 
Coast Territorial Directory of the No. 40 series, published by 
Agent L. E. Kipp. 


The Use of Maps in Routing 


Information with respect to the routes of carriers, their 
junction points with other carriers, and the distance via such 
routes from other sources of information to supplement the 
routing data obtained from the carriers rate and routing 
tariffs, may be obtained from maps showing the lines of the 
carriers and the junction points between carriers. Maps are 
useful in visualizing the routes of the carriers. The larger car- 
riers often publish wall or desk maps showing the general ter- 
ritory served by the railroads, the principal cities and towns 
served by the carriers, and the junction points at which they 
connect with other carriers. Maps of this sort are published 
by many railroads, steamship lines, motor transport carriers, 
and air lines. Maps of many railroads and steamship lines are 
published also in the Official Guide. This publication shows 
routes, maps, time tables, distances between important points 
on the carriers’ lines, names and addresses of the principal offi- 
cers, and other important information that can be used in rout- 
ing, if the limitations on the use of this information are under- 
stood. The Official Guide’s full title is “The Official Guide of 
the Railways and Steam Navigation Lines of the United States, 
Puerto Rico, Canada, Mexico and Cuba.” It is published monthly 
by the National Railway Publication Co., 424 West 33 Street, 
New York, and is for sale to the public. It is not a tariff, and 
the distances shown are not freight line divisions but often are 
distances between the carriers’ passenger stations. These dis- 
tances may differ from the carriers’ freight route distances, but 
they are useful in obtaining general route and distance data. 

If maps are used to assist in the selection of routes, it 
should be borne in mind that interchange facilities between rail- 
roads or between railroads and water carriers often are not 
shown. Furthermore, the maps do not always accurately repre- 
sent even the approximate distances. They indicate nothing 
with respect to the presence or absence of through rates. 

The freight connections and junction points between car- 
riers are published in The Official Railway Equipment Register, 
a tariff issued by M. A. Zenobia, Alternate Agent, 424 W. 33 
Street, New York. This tariff publishes also the initials, num- 
bers, dimensions, and capacities of all freight car equipment. 
It is reissued quarterly and is sold on an annual subscription 
basis. It is an essential item of the equipment of a well-man- 
aged industrial traffic department. 


Official Distances 


Information with respect to the official distances for freight 
rate making purposes are published in the carriers’ distance 
tariffs or mileage tariffs. The publications are sometimes called 
“distance tariffs” or “mileage circulars.” They are published 
by the carriers, individually or by tariff publishing agents to 
whom the carriers have given powers of attorney to publish 
the tariffs for their account. These tariffs show the points be- 
tween which the distances are published arranged in alpha- 
betical order and geographical sequence showing the station 
numbers. The distances between the points computed via the 
shortest routes are then arranged on mileage or distance tables. 


MANNING OF FOREIGN-FLAG VESSELS 


Testifying before the House merchant marine committee 
May 5, Hoyt S. Haddock, legislative representative of the 
Cc. I. O. Maritime Committee, said that between April 2 and 
April 15 about 20 friendly foreign-flag ships were tied up in 
American ports because of the difficulties in obtaining crews 
for such merchant vessels, that this situation resulted in loss of 
about 208 ship days, and that the War Shipping Administration 
had not handled the question of trained crews in such a way as 
to utilize the full seaman power that existed. He said the for- 
eign-flag ship crews preferred service on American ships for 
the reason, among others, that living standards on U. S. vessels 
were higher. He testified in the course of a hearing on S. J. 
Res. 130, a measure to extend, until six months after the war or 
until such time as Congress by concurrent resolution or the 
President might designate, emergency laws relating to the 
merchant marine. 


TRANSPORTATION OF EXPLOSIVES 


The Coast Guard has announced amendment of dangerous 
cargo regulations with respect to loading of non-dangerous 
cargo after the completion of loading of explosives, additional 
stowages on board vessels, etc., by additions to sections to part 
146 of the regulations. 


TRAFFIC WORLD 


T. P. & W. Arbitration 


Chairman Davis, of the War Labor Board, announced late 
May 1 that the board, by unanimous vote, had ruled that Judge 
Benjamin C. Hilliard, of the Colorado Supreme Court, should 
proceed May 5 as scheduled with his arbitration and investiga. 
tion of the dispute between the Toledo, Peoria & Western and 
the Brotherhood of Railroad Trainmen and the Brotherhood of 
Locomotive Firemen and Enginemen. Mr. Davis said the board 
took this action “after receiving a telegram from George P. 
McNear, president of the road, stating that he would not ar. 
bitrate the dispute, and attacking the arbitrator appointed by 
the board.” 

Arbitration proceedings opened at Chicago, May 5, before 
Judge Hilliard. Mr. McNear did not appear and was not rep- 
sented by counsel. Representatives of the Brotherhood of Loco- 
motive Firemen and Enginemen and the Brotherhood of Rail- 
way Trainmen were present. 

Judge Hilliard said he was embarrassed because the car- 
rier was not represented and might not appear. He said he 
“would prefer it otherwise, as you can all understand,” adding 
that “it was by such presentations that we can arrive at con- 
clusions.” If representatives of the carrier should appear at 
any time in the hearing, they would be heard, he said. 

Judge Hilliard granted a motion by Charles M. Hay, coun- 
sel for the B. L. F. E., for a recess until the next morning, so 
as to give the two brotherhoods time in which to agree on 
presentation of documentary and oral testimony. Mr. Hay said 
the only contention the brotherhoods would make would be that 
“these men in point of wages and working conditions should be 
put on a parity with other railroad men working on other rail- 
roads in the country.” 

Other brotherhood representatives at the hearing included: 


For the B. L. F. E., W. C. Keiser, vice-president, Topeka, Kan.: 
H. C. Heiss, attorney, Cleveland, and Harry Arries, statistician, Cleve- 
land; for the B. R. T., Frank Coyle, vice-president, St. Paul, Minn., and 
Paul Aiken, attorney, Cleveland, 


The board was represented by James Ewing, who said he 
was attending to assist the arbitrator. 

Presentation of testimony by the brotherhoods began the 
morning of May 6. The carrier was still not represented. 


Mr. Hay said that the “spirit of the times” demanded that 
Mr. McNear attend the hearing and that, by not attending, “he 
stands as a fugitive from justice.” In his opening statement, 
Mr. Hay said employes of the railroad had received standard 
wages paid to other class I railroad employes from the period 
of the first World War until 1926, when Mr. McNear took pos- 
session of the company. The new owner, he said, reduced 
wages, telling his employes that, if they were willing to stand 
by the owner until the company operated at a profit, he would 
restore the wage cut, but the wages were never restored. 

Mr. Keiser presented testimony as to the history of labor 
relations on the railroad and the proposals his union had made. 
He said the brotherhoods had agreed four times to arbitration 
by various government agencies but that Mr. McNear had never 
consented. He said the B. L. F. E. sought wage increases 
bringing the level of wages up to levels recently established on 
other class I railroads. He submitted an exhibit comparing the 
brotherhood proposals with wages and working rules in effect. 
The exhibit showed, for example, that T. P. and W. engineers 
operating certain types of locomotives at present received from 
$6.72 to $7.27 daily, with firemen on those locomotives receiv- 
ing from $5.28 to $5.82 daily. The brotherhoods, it showed, 
sought to establish wages for engineers of from $8.55 to $10.62 
daily and for firemen from $6.58 to $8.20 daily. 

He testified at length respecting proposed working rules, 
trying to show that each of 63 proposed rules was either stand- 
ard on other railroads or had been “established in principle” on 
other roads. The proposals, he said, would have the effect of 
assuring the employes of regular luncheon periods, regular 
starting times, adequate rest periods between runs, sufficient 
notice before call to work, and seniority regulations. He did 
not testify concerning the rules that Mr. McNear had estab- 
lished December 29, 1941, and that had been discarded when 
the government began operating the railroad in March. The 
sole reference to Mr. McNear’s rules was made by Mr. Hay, 
who characterized them as “the most extraordinary promulga- 
tion ever made by a railroad president in the history of the 
country.” 


Only a few questions were asked by Judge Hilliard in the 
two sessions of two hours each held that day. 

Mr. Arries, testifying the morning of May 7, said the com- 
pany was a prosperous railroad and could afford to pay higher 
wages. He submitted an exhibit showing the company had re- 
ported a net income of more than $350,000 annually for 1939, 
1940, and 1941, and stock dividend payments of $75,000 and 


Wee] 
line 


ing | 


ment 
thous 
line y 


yRLD 


d late 
Judge 
should 
estiga- 
rn and 
ood of 
board 
rge P, 
10t ar- 
ted by 


before 
ot rep- 
f Loco- 
f Rail- 


1€ Car- 
aid he 
adding 
at con- 
ear at 


, coun- 
ling, so 
ree on 
ay said 
be that 
ould be 
er rail- 


cluded: 


a, Kan.; 
n, Cleve- 
inn., and 


said he 


gan the 
ed. 
led that 
ing, “he 
itement, 
‘tandard 
e period 
00k pos- 
reduced 
to stand 
ie would 
ed. 
of labor 
1d made. 
bitration 
ad never 
increases 
lished on 
aring the 
in effect. 
*ngineers 
ved from 
is receiv- 
showed, 
to $10.62 


ng rules, 
er stand- 
ciple” on 
effect of 

regular 
sufficient 

He did 
ad estab- 
Jed when 
rch. The 
Mr. Hay, 
yromulga- 
ry of the 


’ 


urd in the 


the com- 
ay higher 
y had re- 
for 1939, 
5,000 and 


May 9, 1942 


more each year since 1936. The exhibit included a statement 
appearing in Moody’s Manual of Railroads for 1941, in which 
it was said that T. P. and W. earnings “were better than those 
of most roads” and that the company’s favorable financial situa- 
tion was “a very definite indication of managerial efficiency.” 

The testimony for the Brotherhood of Railroad Trainmen 
was presented by Mr. Coyle. He said working habits of con- 
ductors, brakemen, and flagmen on the railroad were similar 
to those of such workers on other class I railroads, except that 
T. P. and W. trainmen were required to do more switching 
work. The trainmen proposed daily wages on through freight 
and mixed service for conductors of $7.82 and for flagmen and 
prakemen of $6.40, he said, pointing out that existing wages for 
conductors were $6.47 and for flagmen and brakemen $5.08. He 
presented an exhibit comparing existing rules with proposed 
rules for trainmen. It showed that many existing rules were 
essentially the same as the proposals. Where a difference was 
indicated, the witness sought to show that the proposals were 
standard on other class I railroads and were reasonable protec- 
tions of the workers’ rights to fair treatment. Generally, the 
trainmen’s proposals were similar to those of the B. L. F. E. 

When the brotherhood representatives said they had con- 
cluded their testimony, Judge Hilliard recessed the hearing 
until the following morning. 

In response to questions by Judge Hilliard the morning of 
May 8, Mr. Hay said the brotherhoods thought that, if wage 
increases were granted, the effective date of the increases should 
be November 10, 1940, which was 30 days after the brother- 
hoods first requested the company to adopt wage standards 
effective on other class I roads. He said the employes should 
have wages standard on other railroads for the period from 
November, 1940, to September 1, 1941; that 7%4 per cent wage 
increases negotiated on other roads for the period from Sep- 
tember 1, 1941, to December 1, 1941, should be granted to T. 
P. and W. employes, and that the 76-cent daily wage agreed on 
by other railroad companies should be granted T. P. and W. 
workers effective December 1, 1941. The wage increases should 
be made subject to change as provided for under the railway 
labor act, he said. 

Judge Hilliard said he had been instructed by the War 
Labor Board to make a final decision as to wages and working 
rules only if both labor and carrier were represented at the 
hearing. Otherwise, he said, the board had instructed him to 
—. recommendations on which the board could make final 
awards. 

He then recessed the hearing until afternoon, saying there 
had been indications that “there might be someone else here” 
to testify. Union representatives said Judge Hilliard referred 
to the probability that a representative of the federal manager 
of the company would appear. 


Operation of T. P. & W. 


A footnote on an advance summary of revenues, expenses 
and net railway operating income of class I steam railways for 
March, prepared by the Commission’s Bureau of Statistics, 
stated that the compilation excluded the Toledo, Peoria & 
Western because the report of that railroad had not been re- 
ceived in time for inclusion in the summary. At the Bureau 
of Statistics the further explanation was made that the T. P. 
& W. report had been delayed because of additional work 
required in segregating the revenue and expense figures for 
that part of March in which the railroad was privately op- 
erated from the figures for the part of the month in which it 
was operated by the federal government. 

_ Saying that the Toledo, Peoria & Western, operating under 
his direction as federal manager, was now “running smoothly” 
and that George Volkner, assistant federal manager, was re- 
maining in active charge of the road in his absence, J. W. Bar- 
niger, ITI, having returned to his office in Washington as asso- 
clate director of the O. D. T. division of railway transport, on 
May 6 made public data about operation of the T., P. & W. 
under his managership. 

He said more than 2,000 cars a week were now moving 
over that railroad. That total had been exceeded in the week 
ended May 2, he observed. The largest number of cars moved 
Over the line in any one week in March, April or May of last 
year, he stated, was 1,921, and the peak last year was in the 
week ended December 5, when the total of cars moved on the 
line was 2,194. He said some sidings on the west side of Peoria 
Would have to be lengthened to take care of the increased vol- 
ume of freight cars being handled there. He called attention 


toa telegram he had sent on May 2 to Director Eastman, read- 
Ing as follows: 


Yesterday’s movement, 631 loads, 145 empties, biggest in history of 
T.,P. & W. This is single count with no duplications. Today’s move- 
ane May be larger. Capacity of line easily 1,000 cars per day, al- 
i ough this will necessitate lengthening some sidings on west end of 
ne where maximum capacity of these tracks is 38 cars. Are currently 
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operating trains in excess of 50 cars on this district and are running 
one of 104 cars now. A month ago loaded car movement was little 
more than 100 cars per day. 


Mr. Barriger pointed to daily traffic reports with the state- 
ment that government traffic constituted a relatively small part 
of the whole volume of freight moving over the line. He said 
he had requested business men of Peoria, in addressing a service 
club there, to regard the T.. P. & W. as a “home institution” 
and to give it such consideration in the routing of their freight. 

Judge Hilliard’s Record 
Following is an analysis compiled by Toledo, Peoria & Western 
Railroad of awards of the National Railroad Adjustment Board in 


cases in which Judge Benjamin C. Hilliard acted as referee and issued 
the awards: 


Judge Hilliard has acted as referee in 120 cases before the 
First and Third Divisions of the National Railroad Adjustment 
Board. Before the First Division, the award was in favor of 
the employes in 69 cases and in favor of the carrier in 6 cases; 
before the Third Division, the award was in favor of the em- 
ployes in 30 cases and in favor of the carrier in 9 cases; in the 
remaining cases the claims were sustained in part. 

The following is a brief summary of some typical cases 
chosen at random from the cases decided by Judge Hilliard: 


AWARD 1133, Third Division 
Brotherhood of Railroad Signalmen of América 
vs. 

The Pennsylvania Railroad Company 


W. A. Quinn held a regular signalman’s position with a tour 
of duty 6:00 a. m. to 3:00 p. m. On Aug. 6, 1938, he was noti- 
fied that he would be assigned to accompany a ballast cleaner 
and that his shift would be changed to run from 3:00 p. m. to 
11:00 p. m. for this purpose. Following his 6:00 a. m. to 3:00 
p. m. shift on August 8, he worked the new 3:00 p. m. to 11:00 
p. m. shift and received time and one-half for this second shift. 
Thereafter, through August 20, he worked the 3:00 p. m. to 
11:00 p. m. shift only and then returned to his former shift. 

Claim was made for 8 hours pay for the 6:00 a. m. to 3:00 
p. m. shift on each day from August 9th to August 20th and for 
8 hours pay at time and one-half for the 3:00 p. m. to 11:00 
p. m. shift on each of the same days, the equivalent of 20 hours 
pay at straight time rates for each 8 hours worked. 

The contract provided: “Overtime hours continuous to the 
regular hours shall be computed on the actual minute basis at 
the rate of time and one-half.” Also: “Employes will not be 
required to suspend work during the regular work period to 
absorb overtime.” 


The brotherhood argued that Quinn’s regular assigned 
hours were established by bulletin, that his job was not abol- 
ished and that the change in shift in effect required him to sus- 
pend work during regular hours in order to absorb overtime. 
The railroad argued that Quinn’s shift was properly changed 
under the contract and pointed out the following additional 
provision in the contract: 

“The starting time of the work period shall be consistent 
with the requirements of the service * * *,” and also referred 
to the following regulations: 


“Employes changed from one shift to another will be paid 
overtime rates for the first shift of each change. Employes 
working two shifts or more on the new shift shall be considered 
transferred”; and: “Except as provided in these regulations 
compensation will be allowed only for work performed.” 

The railroad argued that change in shifts is clearly recog- 
nized by the contract and that there was no provision in the 
contract prohibiting change in shift or requiring payment of the 
character claimed. 

The award of the referee sustained the claim, stating that 
the claim comes well within the rules, finds support in the 
philosophy of existing awards, and upon no sound hypotheses 
may be denied. 

Five members of the board dissented, stating: 
arbitrary award; it speaks for itself.” 


AWARD 1166, Third Division 
Order of Railroad Telegraphers 
vs. 
The Atchison, Topeka & Santa Fe Railway 


Agent-telegrapher at Belvidere, Kan., was on duty 9:00 
a m. to 6:00 p. m.; a way-freight train was scheduled to depart 
from Belvidere between 7:00 and 8:00 p. m. The company di- 
rected that train orders and clearance cards for the crew of this 
train should be placed by the agent-telegrapher in a box outside 
the station and that the members of the crew would pick up the 
orders and cards from this box. The box was equipped with 
regulation switch lock. 


“This is an 
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The agreement provided as follows: “No employe other 
than covered by this schedule and train dispatchers will be per- 
mitted to handle train orders at telegraph or telephone offices 
where an operator is employed and is available or can be 
promptly located, except in an emergency, in which case the 
telegrapher will be paid for the call.” 

The employes filed claim for payment for a call to the 
operator on each day on which train orders were so handled, 
alleging that the agreement was violated because the delivery 
of the train orders by depositing them in the box constitutes 
“handling” and was not made a hand to hand transaction. The 
railroad argued that the direction to handle train orders in this 
manner became a part of the operating rules; that to “handle” 
train orders is to transmit and receive them by wire and reduce 
them to writing and does not require hand to hand delivery. 

The award of the referee sustained the claim, stating that 
the rules were designed to prevent encroachments on teleg- 
rapher’s work. “The curtailed service at Belvidere made it in- 
cumbent on the carrier either to engage in nothing at that sta- 
tion calling for the services of a telegrapher in relation to train 
orders during the ‘off’ period, or to arrange for the required 
service by ‘calling’ a telegrapher as provided in the rule.” The 
award stated that “handling” involves the physical process of 
passing train orders from hand to hand. 

Five members of the board dissented, saying: ‘The uni- 
lateral, and thus improper, process of determining the meaning 
of a contract rule contrary to the record presented shown by 
the conclusions reached in this opinion are sufficient to condemn 
the award as being unsound and unjust.” The dissenting mem- 
bers took the position that “handling” means the receiving of 
messages over the wire and writing them down, and does not 
require physical hand to hand delivery. 


AWARD 1060, Third Division 
Brotherhood of Railway and Steamship Clerks, Etc. 
vs. 

The St. Paul Union Depot Company 


The employes filed claim for an additional 4 hours pay per 
day for each date on which certain work was performed be- 
tween May 9, 1938, and Nov. 15, 1938, and claim was first filed 
with the company on Nov. 3, 1938. 

The contract provided as follows: “Article IV, Discipline 
and Grievances. Rule 29, Grievances: ‘An employe who con- 
siders himself otherwise unjustly treated shall have the (same) 
right of hearing and appeal * * * if written request is made to 
wd immediate superior within 7 days from the cause of com- 
plaint.” 

Article VII, Overtime and Calls. Rule 45, Overtime: ‘Time 
in excess of eight (8) hours exclusive of meal period, on any 
day will be considered overtime and paid on the actual minute 
basis at the rate of time and one-half.” 

The railroad contended that retroactive payments prior to 
7 days before the filing of claim are barred by Rule 29. 


The award of the referee sustained the claim on the ground 
that demanding pay is not a grievance; that a grievance has to 
do with the manner in which an employe is performing his 
duties and the treatment accorded him and that Article VII 
deals with wage scale and not with a grievance. 

Five members of the board dissented and pointed out that 
it has always been understood that “grievance” covered any 
complaint an employe may have against the carrier, and that it 
applies to time claims. Reference was made to the statement 
of Mr. Harrison, president of the clerk’s organization, made be- 
fore Congress when urging the adoption of the amended rail- 
way labor act, in which Mr. Harrison said that a grievance 
covers seniority, payment of the proper amount of compensation, 
etc. Reference was also made to other awards of the adjust- 
ment board where a time limitation of this nature had been 
applied to a time claim. 

The dissent stated: “In brief there is here an award so 
unprecedented in its attribution of meaning to nominal headings 
of conventional articles as to confound the general acceptance 
by the parties of such headings and articles as mere matters of 
form and convenience not having a restrictive purpose as to 
substance which this award suggests.” 


AWARD 1113, Third Division 
Brotherhood of Railroad Signalmen of America 
vs. 

The Pennsylvania Railroad Company 


Twenty-one freight cars were stored on a siding at Alex- 
andria, Ohio; the switch connecting the siding with the main 
tracks was spiked and was only unspiked for use on rare 
occasions. In order to move the cars from the siding to the 
main line the track foreman unspiked and spiked the switch. 

Claim was made for 7% hours pay for the signal main- 
tainer in whose territory the switch was located. The argu- 


TRAFFIC WORLD 


ment was made that the switch was in service and had to be 
tested and that the handling of switches was work belonging 
= signal maintainers when connected with operation of signa} 
plants. 

The agreement provided: “An employe qualified and as. 
signed to perform skilled work in the telegraph and signal de. 
partment shall be classified as a signal maintainer, signalman 
or telegraph and signal maintainer.” 

It was pointed out by the employes that a signal main- 
tainer had been used for unspiking and spiking this switch 
many other times before this date. 

The railroad pointed out that the contract contained no 
provision giving signal maintainers the right to do this work: 
that the work of spiking or unspiking switches is normally 
the work of the track maintainer, but that signal maintainers 
have often been required to do it; that it is impossible to 
draw a sharp line between the duties of these two classes of 
employes and that it has been past practice to require either 
class of employe to do work of this character. 

The award of the referee sustained the claim, stating that 
responsibility for service of this character rested on the signal 
department and the fact that the carrier had used a signal 
maintainer for this work in the past shows the carrier's ac- 
quiescence in this view. 

Five members of the board dissented, pointing out that 
all tests and inspections of signal equipment in connection with 
the operation of this switch were completed a week before, that 
pulling and driving spikes is everywhere considered track mainte- 
nance work and does not affect working parts of the signal 
and switch apparatus, and that application of this award to 
other situations would lead to the unjustified position that un- 
spiking and spiking a switch is exclusively a signalman’s job. 


AWARD 1261, Third Division 
Order of Railroad Telegraphers 
vs. 

The Atchison, Topeka & Santa Fe Ry. 


The railroad reclassified agencies at Sidley, Mo., and Coy- 
ville, Kan., as “small non-telegraph non-telephone” agencies. 
All telegraph and telephone facilities were moved from the 
depot. The section foreman continued to use telephones lo- 
cated in booths adjacent to the station to secure train line-ups 
from the dispatcher. The employes alleged that the use of 
telephones to secure train line-ups was performing service 
which belonged to telegraphers, claimed that the practice 
should be discontinued and asked that the agents at these sta- 
tions be reimbursed retroactively for improper classification 
of the stations and be paid under the “call and overtime” provi- 
sions of the agreement for each time they would have been 
called or held on duty to handle these calls which were made 
by the section foreman while the agent was not on duty. 

The railroad pointed out that under the agreement the 
facilities must be removed from the depot before an agency can 
be classified as a “small non-telegraph non-telephone”; and 
that the telephones used by the section foreman to secure 
train line-ups had been in use for this purpose for some years 
prior to the reclassification of these agencies; and that although 
the agreement provides that train orders shall not be handled 
by employes other than those covered by the agreement and 
train dispatchers, there is no reference to the securing of 
train line-ups by section foremen. 

The award of the referee sustained the claim, stating that 
service of this character belonged to the telegraphers and re- 
ferring to another award, No. 604. 


Five members of the board dissented, stating that award 
604 was misapprehended by the referee; that that award was 
based on the theory of evasion of overtime and call rules 
and was based on the facts in that case, and that at the time 
the claim was filed in award 604 the use of the telephones by 
the section foremen at Sidley and Coyville was not considered 
a violation. It was pointed out that award 604 was based on 
the particular facts of that case, which facts are not in issue 
in this case, and that the referee failed to recognize the factual 
situation in this case and to distinguish the cases. The dissen‘ 
also held that the referee had failed to recognize that securing 
train line-ups is an unquestioned part of the duties of the sec 
tion foreman. 


AWARD 1304, Third Division 
Order of Railroad Telegraphers 
vs. 
The Atchison, Topeka & Santa Fe Ry. 
Shopton, Illinois, was a terminal for Missouri and Illino’s 
d'vision enginemen, and Fort Madison, Iowa, a terminal fot 
Missouri and Illinois division trainmen. They are two miles 


apart. Fort Madison was closed as a train order office from 
4:15 p. m. to 12:00 midnight. Train No. 12 was scheduled t0 
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arrive at Fort Madison from Shopton at 5:37 p. m. The 
railroad directed that train orders for the Illinois division con- 
ductors be delivered at Shopton to the Missouri division con- 
ductor, and that this conductor deliver the order to the Illi- 
nois division conductor at Fort Madison. 

The employes filed a claim for a “call” for the Fort Madi- 
son telegrapher for each day on which train orders were han- 
died in this manner, on the ground that the agreement pro- 
vided that train orders were to be handled by telegraphers. 
The rule provided “No employe other than provided by this 
schedule and train dispatchers will be permitted to handle 
train orders at telegraph or telephone office where an operator 
is employed, is available or can be promptly located, except in 
an emergency, in which case the telegrapher will be paid for 
the call.” 

The railroad took the position that the “handling” referred 
to in the agreement was the handling at the telegraph and 
telephone offices and is not the physical handling of the written 
train orders after their delivery to train service employes, 
which employes must of necessity have them to operate the 
trains. 

The award of the referee sustained the claim, stating that 
“any handling other than that advanced by employes, including 
that adopted by the carrier here, breaches the agreement.” 

Five members of the board dissented, saying, ‘‘the author 
of the opinion preceding this award undertakes a further con- 
strained extension of the philosophy he adopted in his inter- 
pretation of the meaning of Article XIII of the Agreement” 
(in certain prior awards by the same referee). 


AWARD 5572—First Division 
Brotherhood of Railroad Trainmen 
vs. 

Florida East Coast Line 


The foreman and helpers of a switch engine crew worked 
a tour of duty which ended at 10:30 p. m. A passenger train 
arrived at the yards at 10:50 p. m. These members of the 
crew were held over after their tour of duty in order to herd 
the engine from this incomir~ train into the roundhouse, were 
released at 11:10 p. m., and were paid for the overtime period 
10:30 p. m. to 11:00 p. m. at time and one-half. 


The foreman and helpers filed claim for an extra day’s 
pay at time and one-half because they were required to work 
on another shift and with a different engine crew; this would 
result in payment of 20 hours pay at straight time rates for 
8 hours 40 minutes work. They argued that the contract with 
the brotherhood provided that yardmen should be assigned for 
a fixed period of time which should be the same for all members 
of the crew. The railroad pointed out that it had been the regular 
and customary practice for members of the switching crew to 
herd engines; that these men did not work with another engine 
crew because the engines were in charge of hostlers, not a road 
crew; and that the contract contained no provision whatsoever 
for an extra full day's pay at time and one-half. 


The award of the referee sustained the claim, stating: 
“The articles of the agreement cited in the record support the 
claim and warrant its allowance.” 


Five members of the board signed a dissenting opinion, 
stating that there was no rule in the contract providing for 
the starting of a new day; that the record does not show a 
Violation of a single provision of the agreement; that the men 
did not work with “another engine crew” as they claimed; 
that the men had performed this type of service for many 
years without protest. They said ‘a referee has attempted to 
read into the agreement a concept which is not there and which 
the parties never intended should be there. * * * Sustaining the 
claims supported by no more reason than that stated in the find- 
Ings amounts in our opinion to an arbitrary and capricious de- 
i evade the real purpose and object of the Railway Labor 

ct. 


AWARD 5593, First Division 
Switchmen’s Union of North America 
vs. 

New York Central Railroad Company 


_. Prior to Nov. 9, 1939, the railroad assigned three regular 
jobs to handle yard work in the Collinwood yard, each job hav- 
Ing a crew consisting of an engine crew, a yard foreman and 
four yard helpers. On Nov. 7, 1939, effective Nov. 9, the 
railroad rebulletined the jobs, assigning three-man crews to 
each of the regular jobs and designating three new jobs of two 
men each to be known as car rider jobs. The car rider jobs 
Were designated as independent assignments, and the two mem- 
ers of each car rider jobs were directed to work with the 
members of the regular job but also to ride cars from other 
trains when required. 


« 
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Claim was filed on behalf of all the car riders for an addi- 
tional day’s pay for each day they worked, in addition to the 
regular day’s pay, on the premise that they performed service 
on regular assigned jobs and also with other engine crews and 
that they were working on two separate assignments. This 
would result in the payment of 16 hours pay for each 8 hours 
worked by these men. The railroad contended that the car 
riders were assigned as independent jobs. 

The contract provided as follows: Article III, Basic Day: 
“8 hours or less shall constitute a day’s work.” Article V, 
Assignments: ‘‘SSwitchmen shall be assigned for a fixed period 
of time which shall be for the same hours daily for all regular 
members of a crew. So far as practicable assignment shall be 
restricted to 8 hours work.” Article XV, Consist of Crews: 
“As a general practice all switching crews shall consist of one 
foreman and two helpers but the company reserves the right to 
work a greater or less number.” 

The award of referee sustained the claim, stating: “The 
facts and rules support the claim.” * * * “Violation of the rules 
only obtained on the days when the employes involved rode 
cars switched by more than one engine.” 

Five members of the board dissented, stating that the hold- 
ing of the majority clearly indicates an erroneous conception 
of the language in the contract and the failure of the referee 
to give reasonable application to the rules. ‘Sustaining the claim 
supported by no more reason than that stated in the findings 
(i. e., ‘the facts and rules support the claim’) constitutes an 
arbitrary action and no rule has been interpreted.” 


Chicago and North Western Railway Company Cases 


Awards 5688 to 5741, inclusive, 54 in number, are all claims 
filed by the Order of Railway Conductors against Chicago and 
North Western Railway Company. They are all claims asking 
that certain conductors be paid an extra 8 hours pay at yard 
rates, in addition to their day’s pay for road trip, for each day 
on which they were required to perform certain switching 
alleged to be yard work. 

All claims are based on the following rules in the yard 
agreement: “Basic Day: Rule 2(a): Eight (8) hours or less 
shall constitute a day’s work. 

“Definition of Yard Work—Outside Chicago Switching Dis- 
trict: Rule 3(b): The following shall be considered yard work 
in districts outside Chicago Switching District, and shall be han- 
dled by yardmen, and shall be compensated for at not less than 
yard rates: 

“(1) The switching of all freight and passenger equipment 
operating exclusively within the switching limits. 

“(2) The transfer of all freight and passenger equjpment 
operating exclusively within the switching limits. 

“(3) Handling of all work and milk trains exclusively 
within the switching limits. 

“(4) All pilot service required of yardmen operating ex- 
clusively within the switching limits.” 

The referee in his awards sustained all of these claims. He 
did not make separate findings as to each claim, but wrote a 
form set of findings reprinted verbatim with each award. The 
substance of the findings is as follows: 

Claimants became entitled to a yard day’s pay because 
required to perform yard work at the various yards while en- 
gaged in road service. In all cases the service was performed 
at stations where yard service had been established and was 
being maintained, although yard crews were not always on duty 
at the time. This division has repeatedly sustained claims of 
this character. ‘Pause is not made to review the facts of the 
several dockets, but study justifies the conclusion that while 
they differ in details, in essentials they are alike. * * * The 
conclusion is that in the several instances presented in these 
dockets, the work involved, to quote an oft repeated statement 
in the awards, was ‘yard work * * * subject to the rules cover- 
ing wages and working conditions of yard service employes’.” 

The facts of some typical claims, and the rules relied on 
by the carrier, are briefly as follows: 


Award 5688 


Train 1/295 contained cars to be set out at Fond du Lac 
and at “DX” Tower, both within same switching limits. The 
railroad ordered the crew to set out Fond du Lac cars at Fond 
du Lac and merchandise cars at “DX” Tower. The railroad 
argued that setting out of cars from the train by the road crew 
is and has been for years work properly belonging to road 
crews. 


Award 5695 


A road crew performed 1 hour 10 minutes switching mak- 
ing up their train at Long Pine, Neb., where a yard engine was 
used but was not on duty at the time. The railroad argued that 
a revision of the yard schedule had been negotiated with the 
brotherhood of railroad trainmen, representing yard employes, 
allowing switching by road crews, to make up their train where 
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yard crews were not on duty. This point was not mentioned in 
the findings. 
Award 5699 


A road crew performed switching making up their train at 
Chadron prior to road trip. The railroad argued that Rule 56 
of the Road Agreement was negotiated for the specific purpose 
of permitting switching at terminals under these conditions. 
Part of Rule 56: “Conductors in either straightaway or turn- 
around freight runs of seventy (70) miles or less, required to 
perform switching service before leaving initial terminal, will 
be compensated at the classified freight rate on the basis of 
continuous time.” 

Conductors in either straightaway or terminal freight runs 
of over 70 miles, required to perform switching service before 
leaving initial terminal, will be compensated for such switching 
independent of trip time at the classified freight rate on basis 
of one mile for each 4.8 minutes.” 


(Note: A large number of the awards following Award 
5699 are based on this same type of claim, and the carrier 
argues Rule 56 in each case. Rule 56 is not mentioned in the 
findings. ) 

Award 5732 


Way freight train Watertown to Janesville. The crew was 
instructed to pick up a mail car at Ft. Atkinson and set it out 
on track at Janesville for unloading. The road crew set out the 
car at Janesville while a yard engine was standing by. The 
work could have been done by cutting off the road engine and 
moving ahead to clear the track, permitting yard engine to take 
mail car from train, but this was considered unnecessary. 


Award 5733 


Train arrived Grand Avenue, Chicago, from Milwaukee, 
set out train, and the crew was then instructed to transfer en- 
gine and caboose to Proviso, a distance of 12 miles; Grand Ave- 
nue and Proviso are both within the same switching limits. 
The railroad contended the terminal delay rule applies, and 
points out that engineer, firemen and brakemen asked only for 
terminal delay. 


Award 5725 


Crew of train Long Lake to Missouri Valley, which had 
combination coach on rear, ordered to spot coach at Missouri 
Valley depot, cut it off the train, and then pull balance of train 
into yard track in yard. The railroad pointed out that all the 
road crew had to do was to pull the pins between the train and 
the combination coach before proceeding to the yard, and con- 
tended that this could not be considered switching. 

It should be noted that in many of these Chicago and North 
Western cases the award covered a minimum yard day of 8 
hours, in addition to the road day, for each one of a large num- 
ber of days on which the same “violation” occurred, whereas in 
other cases isolated instances were involved. 


SERVICE TO YELLOWSTONE PARK 
The Union Pacific Railroad will again this year operate 
through sleeping car service daily between Chicago and Yellow- 
stone National Park, using the West Yellowstone entrance, it 
is announced by C. J. Collings, general passenger traffic man- 
ager. The through car service will begin from Chicago June 18. 





INTER-AMERICAN SHIPPING POOL 


Secretary of State Hull and Juan Carlos Blanco, Uruguayan 
ambassador, have announced formation of an inter-American 
shipping pool to which Uruguay will contribute one vessel. 
Other American nations are expected to contribute vessels to 
the pool. The arrangements are being worked out to meet 
the shortage of shipping in the trades between the United 
States and South America. In a statement relating to alloca- 
tion of commodities by the United States to other American 
republics, the State Department said: 


The Board of Economic Warfare and the War Production Board 
are developing administrative procedures which are expected to imple- 
ment more effectively the allocations to the other American republics. 
In order to avoid undue congestion of export shipments at ports and 
railway terminals, and to insure that the commodities most urgently 
needed by our neighboring republics are given preference over less 
essential goods, consideration is being given to a plan to coordinate 
the issuance of export licenses with the availability of ocean freight. 


You may either write or wire our Washington office 
for information concerning matters in any department 
of the government there, if you are a subscriber to 
THE DAILY TRAFFIC WORLD. 


TRAFFIC WORLD 





Questions and Answers 


e In this column will be answered questions of both legal and 

practical nature that confront persons dealing with trafic. A 
specialist on interstate commerce law, who is @ member of our epe- 
cial service department, will give his opinion in answer to any sim- 
ple question relating to the law of interstate transportation of 
freight. The same man, with long experience and wide knowledge, 
will answer questions relating to practical traffic problems. We do 
not desire to take the place of the trafic man but to help him in 
his work. 

The right is reserved to refuse to answer in this column any 
question, legal or traffic, that it may appear to us unwise to answer 
or that involves a situation too complex for the kind of investiga- 
tion herein contemplated. If a more comprehensive answer to a 
question is desired than is thought proper for this column, the 
department will answer it by letter for a reasonable charge. 

No attention will be paid to anonymous communications or 
questions from nonsubscribers. 

Address Questions and Answers Department, 
Trafic Service Corporation, Earle Building, Washington, D. C. 


Tariff Interpretation—Classification Ratings on 
Machines and Machinery Parts 


Colorado.—Question: I have been referred to Item 31895 
of the Consolidated Freight Classification No. 15 as the item 
covering Machinery Parts, N. O. I. B. N. 

The index of the classification also shows this item to be 
machinery parts, N. O. I. B. N., but on account of the way the 
item is punctuated I read it as Machinery, N. O. I. B. N,, or 
Army Tractor Tanks, N. O. I. B. N., or Traction Engines or 
Tractor Parts, N. O. I. B. N. Even though the head line of the 
page reads Machinery or Machines, or parts named, etc. 

Disregarding the intention, that might be, will you kindly 
give us your interpretation of this item as it now reads. 

Answer: Item 31895 of the Consolidated Freight Classifica- 
tion No. 15, in our opinion, does not apply on Machinery, 
N. O. I. B. N., but applies on machinery parts, N. O. I. B. N,, 
also on machine parts, N. O. I. B. N., army tractor tank parts, 
N. O. I. B. N., and traction engine or tractor parts, 
mo ZT. Be. Ht. 

With the exception of the term machinery, the terms of 
the articles covered by this item are in the singular, which 
denotes that they are used as adjectives for the term parts, as 
for example machine parts. Grammatically, if it were intended 
that the ratings provided for in the item should apply on the 
complete article and not its parts, the plural of the descriptive 
— would have been used, as for example, machines and 
tanks. 


Furthermore, it will be observed that Item 31890 provides 
ratings on machinery and machines, N. O. I. B. N., which fact, 
in our opinion, conclusively shows that the ratings in Item 
31895 apply on machine and machinery parts, also army 
tractor tank parts and traction engine parts. 


Routing and Misrouting—Switching Ticket to be Used if 
Initial Carrier to Receive Only Switching Movement 


Tennessee.—Question: We would like to be referred to any 
cases before the Commission, as well as to have your opinion 
regarding the following question: 

Is there any obligation on the part of a bill of lading car- 
rier, to turn over to its competitor at point of origin, traffic in 
order to afford a lower rate to destination, which rate via the 
competitor is applicable by the use of the origin intermediate 
rule, where there is no similar rule applicable in connection 
with rates via its own rails as a road haul carrier? 


It is contended that because the published rate applicable 
under the origin intermediate rule provides routing via the point 
of origin, in connection with the bill of lading carrier and its 
competitor and connections to destination, that the bill of lad- 
ing carrier is obligated to turn the shipment over to its com- 
petitor at the point of origin. We contend that there is no such 
obligation and the carrier is not guilty of misrouting if it 
moves the shipment via its own rails and connections over 
which the lowest rate or combination rate is applicable. This 
seems to be in accord with the decision of the Commission in 
the case of McLean Lumber Co. vs. Louisville & Nashville 
RR. BLC C. 3. 


Answer: There is no obligation upon the part of an initial 
carrier to turn a shipment over to a competing carrier at point 
of origin, in order to afford the shipper a cheaper rate ap 
plicable via the competing carrier. Laclede-Christy Clay 
Products Co. vs. Mo. Pac. Ry. Co., Unreported Opinion A-780. 

We assume that in the third paragraph of your letter you 
have reference to routing via the bill of lading carrier to whi 
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the shipment is delivered which affords that carrier a switch- 
ing haul only at point of origin. 

See the decision in Terhune Lumber Co. vs. Southern Ry. 
Co. in Miss., 42 I. C. C. 317, in which the Commission holds 
that if the origin carrier is to receive only a switching haul the 
shipment should be delivered to the origin carrier on a switch- 
ing ticket. 

Rates—Motor Carriers—Jurisdiction of Commission to 

Determine Reasonableness and Award Reparation 


Michigan.—Question: On page 726 of the March 14 issue 
of the Traffic World, after the caption “Minnesota,” a question 
was answered involving misrouting. 

In the last paragraph of the answer, reference is made to 
reparation. According to our understanding, the Commission 
has power to prescribe reasonable rates for the future, but 
does not have the power to award reparation as is the case 
with rail carriers. 

Will you please advise if, in your opinion, this understand- 
ing is correct. 

Answer: In its decision in Docket No. MC-C-63, Hausman 
Steel Co. vs. Seaboard Freight Lines, Inc. (mimeographed), 
decided January 29, 1942, the Commission with respect to 
jurisdiction to award reparation said: 


We determined that we were authorized to make findings as to the 
applicability and lawfulness of rates of motor carriers charged in the 
past, in W. A. Barrows Porcelain Enamel Co. vs. Cushman M. Delivery, 
11 M. C. C. 365, wherein, with respect to our jurisdiction to award repara- 
tion on past shipments by motor carrier, we said: 

“Our attention has been directed to no provision of the act which 
authorizes us to award reparation, and we have been able to find no such 
provision. Part I of the Interstate Commerce Act contains specific pro- 
visions which empower us to award reparation thereunder. No such 
provisions, however, are embraced, either specifically or by necessary 
implication, in the Motor Carrier Act, 1935. * * * we must conclude that 
we are without power to award reparation in instances where it is found 
that the provisions of the Motor Carrier Act, 1935, have been violated.”’ 


That the Commission is of opinion that it has power to 
prescribe reasonable rates for the future is shown by the 
further statement in the decision referred to above: 


We find that it has not been shown that the shipments herein con- 
sidered were misrouted. We further find that the applicable rate over 
the route over which the considered shipments moved was 71 cents per 
100 pounds and that this rate was unreasonable to the extent it exceeded a 
rate of 64 cents contemporaneously maintained from Baltimore to 
Canandaigua; and that there is no basis herein for finding that the rate 
presently in effect from Perryville to Canadaigua is, or will be unrea- 
sonable for application in the future. We further find that in all other 
respects the allegations of the complaint have not been sustained and 
that it should be dismissed. 


Damages—Discount From Invoice Price Where Carrier Fails 
to Remit C. O. D. During Discount Period 


New Jersey.—Question: We made a shipment via express 
under C. O. D. designation on October 30, 1941, and with our 
express receipt attached an invoice showing the value of the 
shipment less 5% discount which is deductable in the case of 
shipment paid within 10 days of date of shipment, and the 
value of the merchandise less the 5% was the value shown on 
the C. O. D. express receipt. Our customer claims to have 
remitted to the express company for the shipment, but we 
never received his remittance from the carrier in any amount. 
After considerable correspondence with the transportation 
company regarding this matter we filed a claim for the full 
value of the shipment plus 6% interest thereon, in view of the 
fact that the terms of this sale were 5% deductable in 10 days, 
4% in 70 days, and 3% in 100 days. 

We claim we are entitled to 6% interest on the full value 
of this shipment for the time this money was withheld, the 
transportation company claim they are prepared to remit to 
us the amount shown on the express receipt and that amount 
only. Will you kindly advise if we are not entitled to the full 
value of this shipment plus 6%. 


Answer: In our opinion, you are entitled, as you contend, 
lo the full invoice value of the shipment, plus interest on the 
amount thereof for the time the money has been withheld, if 
the discount period has elapsed. 


This, in our opinion, would be the measure of recovery, 
Were action brought against the carrier. 


It certainly is not equitable for the carrier to insist upon 
the deduction of any discount from the invoice price, if more 
than 100 days from the date of the sale has elapsed, as the 
basis for the allowance of a discount has through the failure 
of the carrier to remit the amount of the C. O. D. collection 
Within the discount period been rendered void. 


Furthermore, as the shipper has been deprived of the use 
of his money through the carrier’s failure to remit the amount 
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of the C. O. D. which is the basis for the allowance of interest, 
interest should be paid by the carrier. 


Routing and Misrouting—Notation on Bill of Lading 


Indiana.— Question: I will appreciate it very much if you 
will give me your opinion with Commission decisions both pro 
and con upon the legality of the notation quoted below being 
placed on a bill of lading. 

“If either the rate and/or route shown in this bill of lading 
does not resuit in the shipper receiving the benefit of the lowest 
total all rail charge, origin to destination, it must be dis- 
regarded and the lower charge assessed.” 

Would a carrier have any grounds for refusing to sign a 
bill of lading with this notation placed on it? 

Answer: We have been unable to locate decisions of the 
Commission specifically in point, although in one case, namely, 
Milne Lumber Co. vs. Vicksburg, S. & P. Ry. Co., 142 I. €. C. 
167, a somewhat similar notation contained in a reconsigning 
order was passed on by the Commission. 


As we read the notation set forth in the second paragraph 
of your inquiry, it purports to place upon the carrier the duty 
of forwarding a shipment via the cheapest routed rate under 
three separate conditions: first, where only a rate is shown in 
the bill of lading by the shipper; second, where only a route is 
shown in the bill of lading by the shipper, and, third, where 
both a rate and a route are shown. in the bill of lading by the 
shipper. 


As to the first and second conditions, inasmuch as the 
Commission has held that the showing of a rate in the bill of 
lading by the shipper is the equivalent of routing by the 
shipper (Highland Iron & Steel Co. vs. E. & I. R. R. Co., 57 
I. C. C. 549), and has held that the carrier must observe the 
shipper’s routing instructions and is not responsible for the 
application of a higher rate via the route shown by the shipper 
than that applicable over another route (Struthers & Wells 
Co. vs. Penna. R. R., 14 I. C. C. 291), it is our opinion that the 
clause would not accomplish the purpose intended under con- 
ditions one and two. This is particularly true in view of the 
statement of the Commission in the Milne Lumber Company 
case, referred to above, in which the Commission states that 
with respect to a notation in a reconsigning order that neither 
the misquotation of a rate and an agreement to protect it, nor 
the act of the terminal in forwarding the car against com- 
plainant’s instructions, would have justified charging other 
than the applicable rate; that such facts do not constitute a 
violation of the Interstate Commerce Act or form the basis of 
an award of reparation, citing Reeves Coal Co. vs. C. M. & 
ot. Fr. Ry: Co, 30 LC. CC. 222 3t 1..C. C. Wt: N. W. Teafiie 
& Service Bureau vs. C. & N. W. Ry. Co., 80 I. C. C. 81. 


With respect to condition three, that is, where the bill of 
lading contains a rate and a route, it appears to us that the 
proposed bill of lading notation has no effect upon the duty of 
the carrier, inasmuch as the Commission has held that where 
there is a conflict between the rate and the route in a bill of 
lading, it is the duty of the carrier to ascertain from the shipper 
whether the route or the rate is to be followed, and failing to 
do so is liable for misrouting if the shipment is forwarded over 
other than the cheapest available reasonable route. See 
American Cast Iron Pipe Co. vs. L. & N. R. R. Co., 185 I. C. 
C. 222) 


Routing and Misrouting—Conflict Between Routing 
Instructions and Rate in Reconsigning Order 


New York.—Question: We would appreciate your opinion 
upon the following matter. 


Sometime last year, a carload shipment consigned to A, 
was forwarded with stop-off for partial unloading at B and C, 
routed via the X Steamship Line c/o Y. Ry c/o Z. R. R., anda 
rate of 35c was shown on the bill of lading. The X Steamship 
Line forwarded this shipment and billed us at a rate of 35c 
per 100 pounds, which we paid. They now have mailed us a 
balance due bill calling our attention to the fact that B is not 
intermediate to final destination and are charging us on a 
combination rate from A to B and a 3l1c rate beyond. 

Upon investigation, we find that B is not intermediate to 
final destination. However, as the X Steamship Line accepted 
this shipment and a rate was shown on the bill of lading we 
take the stand that the X Steamship Line should have called 
this error to our attention before forwarding the shipment on 
to destination. 

Please advise whether we can refuse to pay the balance 
due. 


Answer: In its decision in Apperson Bros. Automobile Co. 
vs. L. E. & W. R. Co., 81 I. C. C. 392, the Commission held 
that where a carrier’s rate clerk erroneously informed a ship- 
per that stop-off was permissible under. the applicable tariff, 
the legal rate must be paid by the shipper and collected by 
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Saving in Tarifis 
Editor The Traffic World: 


The writer has yet to address a letter to you in matters 
of transportation, and I have been connected with transporta- 
tion in its various phases over a good many years, but it seems 
to me at this time that your magazine should open its columns 
to constructive criticisms and suggestions that might benefit 
transportation systems, our rate publishing mediums, etc. 

This commission has in its files a great many tariffs it 
needs in carrying out its duties for the shippers of the state 
of Idaho, and in this day of paper shortage, it seems to me 
that the tariff publishing agents of the various rate groups and 
railroads should concern themselves with the conservation of 
paper and postage and the work entailed in the issuance of the 
great number of supplements received each day amending the 
tariffs of the carriers. 

It is the thought of this commission that, instead of issuing 
a half dozen supplements to one tariff during a month, such 
supplements could be consolidated and have a greater number 
of pages if necessary. While we are not criticizing, and we have 
knowledge that it is necessary to amend tariffs of the truck 
and rail carriers, the fact remains that there is room for im- 
provement in such amendments by lessening the amount of 
supplements and by consolidation where possible. 

All traffic men would meet the simplification of tariff 
provisions with much thanksgiving if it were possible. The 
average tariff today would confuse Confucius himself, and the 
average tariff man who can ‘coordinate quickly has learned to 
use two pads and write with his left and his right hand at the 
same time. After one has consulted section 1, he is supposed 
to go to section 2, and if section 2 does not give him definite 
assurance that the rate therein is the one to use, he is referred 
to section 3 or perhaps section 4. Numerous symbols are used, 
and to find the meaning of such symbols, it is necessary to 
consult another page in the tariff. Simplified tariffs, if possible, 
would be a great Godsend to the long suffering ratemen of this 
nation. 

J. G. Bruce, Chief of Transportation, 
Idaho Public Utilities Commission. 
Boise, Idaho, April 28, 1942. 


More Ado About Chewing Gum 


Editor the Traffic World: 

Your April 11 issue carried an item entitled “Some Ado 
About Chewing Gum” and another item in your April 25 issue 
is headed ‘More Ado About Chewing Gum.” The writer hopes 
that this Shakespearean language does not follow up with 
“Much Ado About Nothing.” 

The heading of both items is a bit misleading, as it implies 
that the subject involved is chewing gum, which is a finished 
product. The commodity actually involved is chicle and chew- 
ing gum base, both being raw material used in the manufac- 
ture of chewing gum. 

Wm. Wrigley, Jr., Company, 

Chicago, Ill., May 5, 1942. David Dunn, Traffic Mgr. © 


Car Supply 


Editor The Traffic World: 

Your editorial of May 2 on a dwindling car supply points 
out, among other things, that “cars can be . . . loaded more 
heavily. .. .” Folks in New England who, like myself, enjoy 
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May 9, 
the carrier irrespective of the rate quoted. Under the facts Ry. Co., 176 I. C. C. 573, the Commission held that where Tl 
stated in the Commission’s decision, while the bill of lading there was a conflict between routing instructions and a rate ; 
contained routing instructions it does not appear that a rate named in the reconsigning order it was the duty of the carrier traffi rs 
was stated in the bill of lading, and we are unable to find a___to obtain further and definite instructions from the consignor, endo - 
case involving stopping in transit where both a rate and in- nd its failure to do so rendered it liable for any damage —- 
structions to stop the shipment at a given point were contained which may have resulted therefrom. a 
in the bill of lading. The principle of the last referred to case would, in our ” 

However, in its decision in Martin & Co. vs. A. T. & S. F. opinion, be applicable to the facts in your case. - cel 
Yo 
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watching the trains, have especially noticed in recent weeks the Mr 
increasing number of large capacity hopper cars of the Norfolk said he 
and Western and the Virginian railroads. Undoubtedly, cars - 


of similar capacity belonging to the B. & O., the C. & O., and at 7 
the Pennsylvania are also in use, but they are old acquaintances cleared 
to some of us whereas the Norfolk and Western and the Vir- determ 
ginian are not. These cars are moving with full loads of coal the adt 
and indicate that, to a degree, your suggestion has been antici- H. 
pated. — , ; the dec 
Repeated emphasis in “loading cars to stenciled capacity” 9 1942 
is based on the urgent need for maximum efficiency in car use. Teams' 
I wonder, however, whether shippers and receivers have per- (see Ti 
ceived the full effect of such efforts on their part; whether they “Tt 
have stopped to realize that placing orders of such size as to the Su 
permit use of large capacity cars on long hauls enables the car- Justice 
riers to increase their operating efficiency and thereby render the leg 
a better service to their patrons. Mi 
Operuting efficiency depends on a number of factors, such Justice 
as grades, curves, number of tracks, tonnage capacity of engine, 
type of traffic control, etc. Since these items are constant, not Res 
too much can be done about them. Something, however, can a ap 
be done to increase the capacity of yarding tracks or passing J i, 
tracks and something can be done, if necessary, about the length drivers, 
of time it takes to switch a terminating train or make up an ployers 
outgoing train. It might help if we thought in terms of tons $8.41 fo 
yarded rather than in number of cars yarded or in terms of the for a d 
amount of switching time per thousand net tons rather than soning 
number of cars switched per locomotive day. ” 
Generalizing about the railroad business is very risky, espe- M. 
cially for a college professor. In general, however, it would that 


seem that the length of time required to work up a through within 
train would vary with the number of cars in it. If the net ton- were { 
nage handled by locomotives on particular trains can be moved 


in the fewest cars possible much can be gained. For example, — 
locomotive capacity between two points might be 4,500 tons. oak on 


Assuming a solid trainload of coal, the movement would require legisla 
47 cars of the 70-ton net capacity (95 gross) or 64 cars of the majori 
50-ton net (70 tons gross). The amount of coal moved would 


be about the same in each train but there would be a reduction en 
in train cars of 26 per cent. So far as yarding, starting, stop- Se or 


ping, handling on curves, this would all be to the good. S 
An additional point on which the “selfish” shipper or re- had nc 
ceiver might work is the length of time in transit for a given 


amount of tonnage rather than the time in transit for a par- “a 
ticular car or series of cars. If our interests center on moving tion © 
the maximum tonnage in the shortest possible time, the large the sv 
capacity cars will move on the long hauls and the low capacity kevno 
on short. ‘ 
Responsibility for getting the most out of some types of 
equipment seems to rest with shippers or receivers. To be | 
sure, the carriers “may furnish two smaller cars in lieu of a A M 
larger car’ and may, under certain conditions, furnish a larger meri 
car than the one ordered. The one thing, the important thing, sa 
that the carriers cannot do is to fill the larger car to capacity. ag 
The size of the load still depends on the shipper. , v 
Alfred A. Brown, by 
Assistant Research Professor of Marketing, - rs 
Mass. State College. said ; 
Amherst, Mass., May 6, 1942. . 
inh emt neice asked 
os a 7 e C j 
Professionalization of Traffic si7 3s 
Editor the Traffic World: " 
I wish to thank you for the notice in the Traffic World of the pi 


March 21 regarding my traffic management professionalization ous ar 
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The mail has been pouring in from chambers of commerce, 
traffic organizations, and individuals throughout the country 
endorsing the measure and asking for information. This has 
required a heavy correspondence. I have received only two 
jetters of disapproval. 

Traffic men realizing the importance of their profession 
to our war effort are heartened that an effort is being made 
to secure legal recognition. 

You will be pleased to know that many of the letters men- 
tion the Traffic World. 

William J. A. Glancy. 

New York, N. Y., May 6, 1942. 


Track Anti-Racketeering Bills 


“All-out” opposition to union labor practices interfering 
with the movement of interstate commerce was voiced by 
Joseph B. Eastman, speaking first as a citizen and later as 
director of the Office of Defense Transportation, before the 
subcommittee of the House judiciary committee May 1 in a 
hearing on the so-called labor anti-racketeering bills, H. R. 
6872, H. R. 6750 and H. R. 5218. 

Mr. Eastman, explaining he was speaking first as a citizen, 
said he appeared in support of H. R. 6872 as that was the only 
one that had been brought to his attention. 

“I may say that what I shall have to say has not been 
cleared through the Bureau of the Budget, for the purpose of 
determining whether or not it is in accord with the policy of 
the administration,” said he. 

H. R. 6872, said he, as he understood it, was a result of 
the decision of the Supreme Court of the United States, March 
2, 1942, in U. S. vs. Local 807 of International Brotherhood of 
Teamsters, Chauffeurs, Stablemen and Helpers of America 
(see Traffic World, March 7, p. 633). 

“Tt seems to me that if anyone will read that opinion of 
the Supreme Court, and also the dissenting opinion of the Chief 
Justice, that document in itself contains ample support for 
the legislation which is proposed.” 

Mr. Eastman quoted from the dissenting opinion of Chief 
Justice Stone as follows: 


Respondents, who are members of a labor union, were convicted of 
conspiracy to violate the anti-racketeering act. They, or some of them, 
lay in wait for trucks passing from New Jersey to New York, forced 
their way onto the trucks, and by beating or threats of beating the 
drivers, procured payments to themselves from the drivers or their em- 
ployers of a sum of money for each truck, $9.42 for a large truck and 
$8.41 for a small one, said to be the equivalent of the union wage scale 
for a day’s work. In some instances, they assisted or offered to assist 
in unloading the truck, and in others they disappeared as soon as the 
money was paid without rendering or offering to render any service. 


Mr. Eastman said the majority of the Supreme Court found 
that the acts thus described by the Chief Justice were not 
within the prohibitions of the statute because the payments 
were to be regarded as the payment of wages by bona fide 
employer to a bona fide employe. He called attention to the 
fact. however, that the majority opinion stated that this did 
not mean that such activities were beyond the reach of federal 
legislative control, or that they need to go unpunished. The 
majority stated that the power of state and local authorities 
to punish acts of violence was beyond question, and that the 
use of violence disclosed by the record was plainly subject to 
the ordinary criminal law. 

Speaking as director of O. D. T., Mr. Eastman said he 
had no interest in that office except to do what he could under 
the executive order creating the O. D. T. He quoted the fol- 
lowing paragraph from the order: “To assure maximum utiliza- 
tion of the domestic transportation facilities of the nation for 
the successful prosecution of the war.” He said that was the 
keynote of that executive order. 


Government Shipment Held Up 


Mr. Eastman then read a letter from the Sanitary Co. of 
America to the Department of Justice, dated April 2, 1942. The 
‘ompany said it made a delivery of pipe to pier 8, East River, 
New York City, March 31. This material was for export to 
the War Department and carried a priority of A-1-C, it said. 

“When the trucks arrived at the pier, they were stopped 
y union men and advised that they could not unload the 
trucks on the pier unless union men were placed on the truck,” 
said the company. 

To do the unloading, said the company, the union men 
asked $17.35 for each of two trucks, but they finally, after 


Sir aa rable argument, agreed to unload the two trucks for 
35, 


th “Our carriers have been stopped repeatedly, especially at 
€ piers in New York City, and have been forced to pay vari- 
ous amounts to have their trucks unloaded,” said the company. 
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“These union men will recognize men of no other union, nor 
will they allow any drivers to join their local union in New 
York City. They are seemingly interested in nothing except 
a collection of various amounts from truckers from but of 
state points making deliveries in New York City. ... These 
holdup men in New York City state that the government has 
recognized their union, and that they have a perfect right to 
make these charges. We do not doubt that the government has 
recognized their union, the same as any other union, but we 
doubt very much whether the government would sanction the 
assessment of such charges for the unloading of a truckload 
of material. . . . If this thing continues, it will be absolutely 
impossible for our company to make any deliveries to New 
York City, as our company works under the ceiling price -as 
established by the Office of Price Administration and cannot 
afford to pay these charges, nor can the trucking company.” 


“Reprehensible” Practices 


Mr. Eastman said that was an illustration of complaints 
that had been brought to the attention of the Commission in 
the last few years. Literally hundreds of such complaints had 
been made to the Commission, said he. The Commission had 
uniformly referred those complaints to the Department of Jus- 
tice, on the theory that the Commission had no jurisdiction, said 
he. He said it was his information that it was those complaints 
that formed the basis of the prosecution in the case decided 
by the Supreme Court, hereinbefore referred to. Continuing, 
he said: 

Assuming—which I cannot assume—that that sort of thing, the use 
of threats, violence, coercion, intimidation, could be justified in time 
of peace, certainly it seems absolutely clear that it cannot be justified 
in time of war and that this government cannot allow the use of force, 
and so on, in such situations to prevent the rapid and efficient flow of 
war and other material on the transportation lanes of the country. ... 

There are two other types of union activity which seem reprehen- 
sible in time of war. The first is that which led to the Planters Peanut 
case before the Commission and grew out of the attempt of the Brother- 
hood of Teamsters, etc., to unionize truck lines in the south. The gen- 
eral pattern was for the employes of the Northern Truck Lines, which 
are unionized, to refuse to handle any shipments interchanged to or 
from the non-unionized southern lines. In some cases, such as the re- 
cent difficulty in Little Rock, Ark., the non-unionized employer would 
be presented with a closed shop eontract, even though none of its em- 
ployes belonged to the union, and if it refused to sign the closed shop 
contract, the signing of which would have constituted a clear violation 
on the part of the employer of the national labor relations act, then a 
picket line would be thrown about the terminal of the non-unionized 
truck line and all interchange would stop. 


Embargo at Philadelphia 


Director Eastman said there were cases where, if the union 
employes did not like the labor relations of the shipper or the 
consignee of the goods, they refused to handle his shipments. 
A third type of stoppage, he said, was that recently resulting 
from a jurisdictional dispute between the Philadelphia local 
and the New England locals, as to which of their members 
should drive trucks plying between the two territories. Con- 
tinuing, he said: 


After many difficulties and delays, the two unions agreed that rep- 
resentatives of both should be employed on each truck, which, of course, 
was not agreeable to the trucking companies because of the expense. 
This stalemate resulted in an embargo of the New England trucking 
companies against all Philadelphia shipments. I understand . . . that 
something over a hundred truckloads of truck merchandise is being held 
on Philadelphia docks because of this embargo. 

Now, regardless of whether or not that sort of thing could be 
countenanced in time of peace, it seems to me a very different situation 
as presented in time of war, when we need to have our traffic carried 


in the most expeditious way, and when the facilities of transportation 
are loaded to the limit. 


Mr. Eastman said it seemed to him that, in the war period 
at least, all such labor controversies should be left to the 
determination of the War Labor Board and should not be al- 
lowed to give rise to stoppages in transportation. 

In the last war, he continued, there was a statute on the 
books which took the form of paragraph 23 of section 1 of the 
interstate commerce act. This paragraph applied to shipments 
by railroad, and Mr. Eastman suggested that it be “amplified” 
to apply to other forms of transportation as well, and be made 
an amendment to H. R. 6872. The paragraph makes obstruc- 
tion or retarding of transportation a felony and provides severe 
penalties therefor. 

Mr. Eastman said he was not sure that the amendment 
would prevent some of the stoppages because, like H. R. 6872, 
it was limited to cases where there was use of physical force or 
there was intimidation by threat of physical force. 

Mr. Eastman submitted a memorandum setting forth situa- 
tions similar to that existing in Little Rock, involving the re- 
fusal of union employes to handle interchange shipments with 
other carriers in connection with unionization activities. 

In answer to questions by Representative Hobbs, of Ala- 
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bama, chairman of the subcommittee, Mr. Eastman agreed that 
there would still be need for the proposed legislation, even if 
the local authorities were on the alert and did their duty to the 
full in enforcing the law and endeavoring to punish criminal 
acts of violence, or to prevent them. 


“My impression is that the law has not been enforced very 
rigorously by the local authorities in many of these cases,” said 
Mr. Eastman, “but I can see from what you point out to me 
that even in the cases where it is enforced it would not be ade- 
quate in order to prevent obstructions and interferences with 
the free flow of interstate commerce.” 


Express Company Experiences 


Albert M. Hartung, vice-president of personnel of Railway 
Express Agency, Inc., testified as to “experiences we have had 
in having our men stopped from work by labor organizations 
or their representatives.” He said the agency had working 
agreements with the Brotherhood of Railway and Steamship 
Clerks, Freight Handlers, Express and Station Employes; In- 
ternational Brotherhood of Teamsters, Chauffeurs, Stablemen 
and Helpers of America; and two shopcraft organizations. He 
told of one situation at Kansas City in which the teamsters’ 
union and the railway clerks had a jurisdictional dispute, and 
of the interference with the movement of interstate commerce 
as a result thereof. He also testified as to troubles in other 
cities. 

“We wish simply to leave with this committee the thought 
that our employes, our shippers, the public and the company 
should not be made the victims of a jurisdictional dispute be- 
tween labor organizations, and that the efforts of any labor 
organization to secure the right to represent a group or a class 
of employes should not be conducted by force, intimidation, or 
threats, and should not be permitted to interfere with the proper 
conduct of a lawful business, lawfully carried on,” he said. 
“Day after day we read statements of the union leaders that 
strikes are off for the duration of the war, that jurisdictional 
disputes will be composed by the unions involved, yet during 
all of these months tne Railway Express Agency has not been 
able to provide its service at Kansas City to the principal mer- 
chants and shippers because those merchants and shippers fear 
the reprisals theratened by union labor leaders.” 


Biddle Bars Arnold as Witness 


Chairman Hobbs submitted for the record a letter he had 
written to Attorney General Biddle, inviting Thurman Arnold, 
head of the anti-trust division of the Department of Justice, 
who has carried on a fight against the practices complained of 
at the hearing, to testify before the subcommittee, and the reply 
of the Attorney General thereto. The material part of the At- 
torney General’s letter follows: 


In view of the fact that these are not departmental bills, and that 
they involve controversial issues upon which Mr. Arnold has hereto- 
fore expressed himself, I should prefer not to have him appear before 
the committee in connection with them. 

As you know, I like to be as helpful to your committee as I can, 
and you in turn have been very cooperative with the Department of Jus- 
tice, but I am confident that under the circumstances you will under- 
stand why I feel that I cannot accede to your present request. 


There was inserted in the record, however, an article by 
Mr. Arnold entitled ‘‘Labor’s Hidden Holdup Men,” published 
in the June, 1941, issue of the Readers’ Digest, attacking union 
practices such as those under consideration, and also his testi- 
mony along similar lines on the Vinson bill, H. R. 6444. 


CHANGES IN DOCKET 


Hearing MC 52838 and MC 22094, May 6, Denver, Colo., canceled. 

Hearing MC 57736 Sub. 1, May 7, Little Rock, Ark., canceled. 

Hearing MC 6842, May 7, Atlanta, Ga., postponed indefinitely. 

Hearing MC 66808 Sub. 2, May 8, Little Rock, Ark., postponed in- 
definitely. 

Hearing MC 96389, May 8, Brooklyn, N. Y., postponed to June 25, 
Brooklyn, N. Y., St. George Hotel, Examiner Schubert. 

Hearing MC 1140, May 9, Brooklyn, N. Y., postponed to date to 
be fixed. 

Hearing W-609, May 7, Brooklyn, N. Y., canceled and reassigned 
May 26, Washington, D. C., Examiner Konigsberg. 

Hearing MC 103411, May 9, Dallas, Tex., canceled. 

Hearing, MC F-1821, May 8, Erie, Pa., changed to May 25, Erie, Pa., 
U. S. Court, Examiner Smith. 


The abstracts of tariff filings, rejections, suspen- 
sions, etc., as printed in each issue of THE DAILY 
TRAFFIC WORLD enable subscribers always to be 
sure their tariff files are up-to-date. 
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Traffic Club Doings 


Items for this column are solicited and when they are sent and not 
published it is because they are inappropriate or not timely. Copies 
of a club’s publication or the notices it sends to members are 
usually not sufficient, because often they are received too late to be 
of value, THs TRaFFic WoRLD goes to press in Chicago Friday of 
each week. News of coming or past events, such as meetings, din- 
ners and election of officers, is desired. If publicity is looked for it 
should be made the duty of someone in the club to keep us ade- 
quately and promptly informed.—Editor THs Trarric Wor.p. 





New officers of the Traffic Study Club of Akron, O., elected 
and installed at a perfect shipping month meeting, April 28, in- 
clude: President, R. W. Wettstyne, assistant traffic manager, 
Firestone Tire and Rubber Company; first vice-president, E. J, 
Secoy, Federal Express; second vice-president, J. W. Babneu, 
Baltimore and Ohio; secretary-treasurer, E. E. Buteau, Fire- 
stone Tire and Rubber Company; members, board of directors, 
Harry Binns, Baltimore and Ohio; H. O. Swift, Akron, Canton 
and Youngstown Railway; E. J. Delagrange, Norwalk Truck 
Line; F. D. Ferris, Keeshin Motor Freight Company; J. L. Mc- 
Cauley, Seiberling Latex Products, and John E. Dietrich, B. F. 
Goodrich Company. J.S. Smith, superintendent of claims, Rail- 
way Express Agency, Chicago, spoke on claim prevention, and 
Lynn Holcomb, news editor, Akron Beacon Journal, spoke on 
civilian defense. 

New officers of the Women’s Traffic Club of Tulsa, Okla., 
installed at the annual dinner recently, include: President, 
Leone Thompson, Santa Fe Trailways; first vice-president, 
Mary Louise Turner, Worthington Pump and Machinery Con- 
pany; second vice-president, Sylvia B. Harmony, American 
Transfer and Storage Company; secretary, Mrs. Thelma Cobb, 
St. Louis-San Francisco Railway, and treasurer, Jerry Lewis, 
Gulf Oil Corporation. 


The Traffic Club of Minneapolis, May 4, elected the follow- 
ing as-directors for three years: P. Frank Gill, commercial 
agent, H. and W. Motor Express Company; Spencer L. Parker, 
general agent, Chicago, Burlington and Quincy Railroad; E. S. 
Everts, secretary, Midwest Oil Company, and Harold L. North- 
field, vice-president, L. W. Northfield Company. The annual 
election of officers will be held May 18. The annual May day 
luncheon, sponsored by the Twin City Women’s Traffic Club, 
was held May 7. Ann Ginn, Radio Station WTCN, spoke. There 
was a program of entertainment. The final luncheon meeting 
of the season will be held May 14. 








Robert C. Lee, executive vice-president, Moore-McCormack 
Lines, New York, spoke on “The American Merchant Marine's 
Place in the Present War” at the monthly meeting of the Junior 
Traffic Club of Chicago May 7. He said the war was primarily 
an ocean transportation war in which “ships, just ordinary old 
plug commercial ships, are the first demand, the continuing 
demand, and the last demand.” The nation’s merchant marine 
had thus far done well, but there was need for improvement, 
particularly in the personne] situation, said he. Though many 
crews on troop ships had done their jobs well, there had been 
some crews that had held up sailing schedules because of drunk- 
enness and other misconduct, he said. There had been serious 
consideration, he continued, of proposals that the navy take 
over merchant vessels and man them, because of bad discipline 
among regular crewmen. He urged that the navy not take such 
steps, saying there was “no reason why we should not devise 
means of taking advantage of trained seamen not members of 
the navy simply because a few of them ought to be jailed.” 
That there was too much of a “let George do it” attitude about 
the war, was exemplified, he said, by the demands of sailors 
and shipyard workers for high wages as a prerequisite to thelr 
enlisting in the war effort. It was announced at the meeting 
that the club would hold a Monte Carlo party June 20. The 
first golf outing of the season will be held at the Sportsman 
Golf Course May 21. Dinner will be served after match play. 





The Women’s Traffic Club of Philadelphia will hold its an- 
nual anniversary dinner meeting May 12. Candidates for elec- 
tion to office will be announced by Mrs. Ann Kaegi, chairman 
of the nominating committee. Sarah Seamer, commercial agent, 
Universal Carloading and Distributing Company, New York. 
spoke. A victory dinner dance will be held May 16. 

The annual election of the Traffic and Transportation Club 
of Philadelphia will be held May 26. Nominees for office include: 
For president, E. G. Stewart, traffic manager, Lukens Steel Com 
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pany; vice-president, H. J. Brown, office manager, Western 
Union Telegraph Company, and N. R. Elliott, commercial agent, 
pyramid Motor Freight Corporation; treasurer, Benjamin K. 
French, office manager, Castle and Overton, and Frank J. Good- 
win, commercial agent, New York Central; secretary, Thomas J. 
White, district freight agent, American-Hawaiian Steamship 
Company, and Ear] E. Groloch, commercial agent, Reading Com- 
pany. 





Cc. A. Miller, vice-president and general counsel, American 
Short Line Railroad Association, spoke on ‘““Wartime Washington 
and Transportation” at a recent meeting of the Metropolitan 
Traffic Association of New York. A meeting will be held May 21 
at which the Union Pacific sound color film ‘Moon Over Sun 
Valley” will be shown. 





The Women’s Traffic Club of Detroit will hold its annual elec- 
tion May 14. Dinner will be served. 





The Transportation Club of Grand Rapids, Mich., will hold a 
monthly dinner meeting May 21, at which Lester Coykenball, 
Michigan State Police, will give an exhibition of pistol shooting. 
The films ‘“Troopers’ Education and Experience” and ‘“‘Thumbs 
Up” will be shown. 

W. B. Worswick, export manager, Galen Company, spoke 
on “Our Future Trade with South America” at a dinner meeting 
of the Oakland, Calif., Foreign Trade and Harbor Club May 7. 
A dinner dance will be held at the Lake Merritt Hotel May 22. 





The Traffic Club of Newark, N. J., held its annual ladies’ 
night dinner dance May 2. More than 400 members and guests 
attended. Harry G. Regan, American President Line, was chair- 
man of the entertainment committee in charge of arrangements. 
A meeting was held May 4, at which there was a discussion of 
the work of the Office of Defense Transportation. A golf outin* 
will be held May 20 at the Braidburn Country Club. The annual 
fathers and sons and daughters night meeting will be held 
June 1. 





The question of whether or not all interstate common car- 
riers should be operated by the federal government for the 
duration of the war, was debated, at a meeting of the Junior 
Traffic Club of Metropolitan St. Louis, May 6, by the following: 
Affirmative, Steven Hirschmugl, Jr., Fred Medart Manufactur- 
ing Company, and Omer Graeler, Chevrolet division, General 
Motors Corporation; negative, William F. McCarthy, Missouri 
Pacific, and George Harrelson, Frisco Lines. Car] Giessow, direc- 
tor of traffic, St. Louis Chamber of Commerce, spoke on ‘The 
Aspects of the Transportation Situation Under War Conditions.” 
There was a program of entertainment. The annual spring dance 
will be held May 16. Bill Mundy is chairman of the dance com- 
mittee. Members recently made a tour of inspection of the Alton 
Box Board Company at Alton, Ill. The annual dinner will be held 
June 3. John B. Edwards, attorney, will be the guest speaker. 





Harry L. Hammill, general agent for 
the Chicago and North Western, was 
elected president of the Traffic Club of 
St. Louis April 27. Born at Rockford, 
Ill., he worked a short time at Rock- 
ford and Beloit, Wis., for commercial 
companies, studying telegraphy on sum- 
mer vacations in Minnesota. He then 
joined his present company as a teleg- 
rapher at Beloit, and for the last 35 
years has continuously served with it. 
He has been a relief agent in the Min- 
nesota division; stationmaster and ac- 
countant at Madison, Wis.; chief clerk 
to operating officials at Baraboo, Wis.; 
agent at Galena, Ill.; district agent at 

Chicago; traveling agent, and, for the 
last 22 years, general agent at St. Louis. 





The Traffic Club of the Lehigh Valley will hold a meeting at 
Easton, Pa., May 18. Dinner will be served and there will be a 
quiz program, directed by A. E. Enoch, Sr., chairman of the 
speakers committee. Al Collins has been appointed chairman of 


a outing committee. The outing will be held some time 
une, 





_ Paul Armstrong, general manager, California Fruit Grow- 
ers’ Exchange, spoke at a perfect shipping month meeting of 
the Los Angeles Transportation Club April 27. Tom McCue, 
\raffic manager, Crane Company, was chairman. At a luncheon 
meeting, May 4, A. P. Telfer, Salvation Army, spoke of his 
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experiences as a sailor and boxer. J. R. McIntyre, North Pa- 
cific Traffic Service, was chairman for the day. 

Frederic Wellington, executive for the Boy Scouts of 
America, spoke on activities of sea scouts in the war period at 
a dinner meeting of the Traffic Club of Wilmington, Del., 
May 6. The program was arranged by the civic committee, S. 
H. Bailey, chairman. 

The Transportation Club of Des Moines, Ia., will hold its 
annual May day party at the Des Moines Golf and Country 
Club May 19. There will be golf and other sports, entertain- 
ment, luncheon and dinner, and door prizes. 





The Waukegan-North Chicago, Ill., Traffic Club will hold 
its annual dinner dance at the Chateau de Jour May 23. A 
truck night meeting will be held at the Waukegan Hotel 
May 14. 





John R. Edelman, new president of 
the Reading, Pa., Traffic Club, is traffic 
manager for the Parish Pressed Steel 
Company. He is 37 years old. He at- 
tended Girard College at Philadelphia 
and was graduated with a degree in 
business administration by the Univer- 
sity of Pennsylvania evening school. In 
1923 he joined his present company and 
in the next few years served as a ma- 
chine operator, general office worker, 
and cost clerk. He was transferred to 
the shipping department in 1930 and in 
1932 was appointed to his present posi- 
tion. 





The Oil City-Franklin, Pa., Traffic Club will hold its an- 
nual spring fish fry at the City Hotel, Oil City, May 21. E. E. 
Brumberg, Quaker State Oil Refining Company, is chairman of 
the committee on arrangements. 

The Transportation Club of Springfield, Ill., will hold a 
dinner meeting, May 13, at which the Great Northern sound 
film, “Empire on Parade,” will be shown. Ralph Truitt will 
be chairman for the evening. 

The Milwaukee Traffic Club will hold a dinner dance at 
the Milwaukee Athletic Club May 23. There will be a floor 
show. 





Joseph Reuber, professor of chemistry, St. Thomas College, 
St. Paul, Minn., spoke on his experiences in the Far East at 
a luncheon meeting of the Transportation Club of St. Paul 
May 5. 





The Transportation Club of Decatur, II1., will hold an ocean 
freight agents outing and golf tournament, May 12, at the 
South Side Country Club. There will be a dinner after tourna- 
ment play. 


Lewis A. Dennison and Paul P. Parker spoke on current 
events and sales problems, respectively, at a luncheon meet- 
ing of the Traffic Club of Kansas City May 4. 





E. T. Eddy, of the Commission’s staff, and William Grum- 
mel, district manager, motor transport division, Office of De- 
fense Transportation, will speak at monthly dinner meeting 
of the Pacific Traffic Association of San Francisco May 12. 





Herbert Hill, brigadier, Salvation Army, will speak on “In 
Peace and War” at a luncheon meeting of the Traffic Club of 
St. Louis May 11. 

Harry M. Van Doren, director of public relations, Motor 
Cargo, Inc., Akron, O., will speak on “Tire Rationing for Na- 
tional Defense” at a motor truck night dinner meeting of the 
York, Pa., Traffic Club May 14. There will be a program of 
entertainment. 

The abstracts of tariff filings, rejections, suspen- 
sions, etc., as printed in each issue of THE DAILY 
TRAFFIC WORLD enable subscribers always to be 
sure their tariff files are up-to-date. 
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Personal Notes 





E. H..Burgess has been elected chairman for the Trunk Line 
Association and the Traffic Executive Association—Eastern Ter- 
ritory, at New York, succeeding D. T. Lawrence, who has re- 
tired after serving in the railroad industry 52 years. N. W. 
Hawkes has been appointed vice-chairman for the associations, 
filling the vacancy created by the resignation of Harry Wilson, 
who has served with the railroads and the associations 58 years. 

James L. Grady, manager for Norton, Lilly and Company 
steamship services to the east coast of South America, died 
May 4. 

Charles Francis Adams, former Secretary of the Navy and 
now chairman of the advisory committee for the Massachusetts 
Investment Company, and John W. Hanes, formerly Under Sec- 
retary of the Treasury, and chairman of the executive committee 
for the United States Lines, have been elected members of the 
board of directors of the Pan American Airways Corporation. 

Arthur S. Davis has been appointed traffic manager for the 
Southeastern Shipbuilding Corporation at Savannah, Ga. 

Edward A. Mero, formerly general freight agent for the 
American Hawaiian Steamship Company, has been appointed 
general freight agent, in charge of development and rates, for 
Pacific Consolidators, Inc., a division of the Gittings Freight 
Company, at San Francisco. 

C. R. Shively has been appointed traffic manager for the 
Caterpillar Military Engine Company, and R. J. Rhodes has 
been appointed assistant traffic manager for the Caterpillar 
Tractor Company, succeeding Mr. Shively. Both appointments 
are at Peoria, Il. 

F. R. Gerard has been appointed vice-president and general 
manager for the Lehigh Valley Railroad at New York. D. J. 
Mullane has been named assistant to president at New York. 

Walter L. Pratt has resigned as secretary of the New Eng- 
land Passenger Association, after serving with New England 
railroads more than 50 years. He has been succeeded by William 
H. Clifford, whose headquarters will be at Boston. 


James J. Johnston, general traffic manager for Shein’s 
Express, New York, has joined the New York field office of the 
motor transport division of the Office of Defense Transporta- 
tion. G. G. Heller will assume duties as general traffic man- 
ager for the company. 


P. F. Gault, commerce attorney, Chicago and North West- 
ern, spoke on “Military Law” at a luncheon meeting of the 
Chicago chapter of the Association of Interstate Commerce 
Commission Practitioners May 1. 

E. N. Quayle has been appointed commercial agent for the 
Seaboard Air Line Railway at Richmond, Va., succeeding L. B. 
Pittman, who died. 

J. F. Downs has been appointed division freight and pas- 
senger agent at Sedalia, Mo., for the Missouri Pacific, succeed- 
ing V. J. Kaiser, who died. 

Morrill Wiggin, recently elected president of the Foreign 
Commerce Club of Boston, has resigned to enter government 
service as a civilian expert for the War Department’s services 
of supply. The board of directors has elected A. Douglas Cook, 
manager in New England territory for the Moore-McCormack 
Lines, as president succeeding Mr. Wiggins. William Lippman 
and Charles H. Hurley, Jr., have been elected first and second 
vice-presidents, respectively. 

F. N. Melius, Jr., assistant general counsel, Universal Car- 
loading and Distributing Company, New York, spoke on “For- 
warder Transportation and Prospective Regulation” at a meet- 
ing of the Pittsburgh regional chapter of the Association of 
Interstate Commerce Practitioners April 27. F. M. Garland has 
been appointed chairman of the nominating committee. The 
annual election will be held May 25. 

The Foreign Commerce Club of New York will hold an 
aviation night meeting at the Hotel Astor May 20. 

Frank C. Ferguson, president, Hudson County National 
Bank, Jersey City, N. J., has been reappointed by Governor 
Charles Edison of New Jersey as a member of the Port Au- 
thority of New York. He will serve a six-year term. He is 
chairman of the port board. 

The Niagara Frontier Industrial Traffic League will hold a 
dinner meeting at MacDoel’s Restaurant, Buffalo, N. Y., May 11, 
at which the following will speak: Joseph F. Hays, Motor 
Carriers Association of Western New York, on “Motor Carriers’ 
Problems”; James J. Hailey, ‘Consolidated Classification Com- 
mittee Docket No. 90”; Fred M. Renshaw, “O. D. T. General 
Orders Affecting Truck Transportation,” and William E. Ma- 
loney, “Proposed O. D. T. General Order Requiring Cars to Be 
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Loaded to Capacity.” The Great Northern sound color film 
“Empire on Parade” will be shown. 

The Milwaukee Road has announced the following appoint. 
ments: L. F. Donald, general manager, western lines, Seattle 
Wash.; L. K. Sorenson, assistant general manager, eastern lines 
Chicago; H. C. Munson, general superintendent, middle district, 
Milwaukee, Wis.; W. J. Whalen, superintendent, La Crosse. 
Wis.; W. G. Bowen, superintendent, Savanna, IIl.; O. “A. Beer. 
man, superintendent, Marion, Ia.; A. T. Berg, superintendent, 
Terre Haute, Ind.; W. J. Hotchkiss, superintendent, Aberdeen, 
S. D.; R. C. Dodds, superintendent, Austin, Minn.; E. G. Kiesele 
superintendent, Chicago; L. W. King, assistant superintendent, 
Chicago; R. W. Graves, trainmaster, Chicago; W. J. Rellihan, 
trainmaster, Madison, Wis.; C. E. Crippen, trainmaster, Milwau- 
kee; A. J. Farnham, trainmaster, Minneapolis, and J. 
Moudry, trainmaster, Green Bay, Wis. The appointments are 
effective May 15. 

Don R. McKay, assistant general traffic manager, Inter. 
State Motor Freight System, Detroit, has been placed in charge 
of all company terminals in eastern Michigan. His new duties 
formerly were handled by Sherman S. Marr, who has been 
appointed assistant general manager. 

A. J. Crookshank has been appointed division freight agent 
at Columbus, O., for the New York Central, succeeding L. H. 
Mussman, who has retired after serving with the company 
nearly 50 years. 


T. M. Holloway has been appointed commercial agent for 
the Chesapeake and Ohio at Lynchburg, Va. 


W. C. Winger has been appointed traffic manager, in 
charge of gears and axles, at Detroit, for the Chevrolet divi- 
sion of General Motors Corporation, succeeding C. S. Stutz, 
who has been granted leave of absence to enter military service, 


W. L. McLain has been appointed manager at Baltimore, 
with supervision of operations at Baltimore and Washington, 
D. C., for the Springmeier Shipping Company, freight for- 
warders. ’ 


H. E. Stevens, vice-president, Northern Pacific, on May 4 
presented the company’s annual safety award to T. M. Flynn, 
superintendent of the St. Paul division, who received the award, 
a bronze plaque, on behalf of employes of the division. Em- 
ployes of the company had a ratio of 2.8 injuries per million 
man hours worked in 1941, the best ratio having been set by 
oe St. Paul division. W. J. Flannigan is superintendent of 
safety. 


Carroll Black has been appointed general agent for the 
Cotton Belt Route at McGregor, Tex., effective May 15. He 
will have jurisdiction over traffic and operating employes at 
McGregor and the nearby Blue Bonnet ordnance plant. 

Walter C. Mittelberg, general freight agent at San Fran- 
cisco for the Western Pacific, has been appointed chairman of 
the company’s general war savings bond committee. He has 
visited a number of points served by the railroad in order to 
set up local committees, whose purpose shall be to sel! bonds 
among employes. Representatives of the railroad operating 
and non-operation unions are members of the central com- 
mittee. 

New officers of the Trafficmen’s Association of Americi 
include: President, Norcross W. Putnam, Gamble-Skogmo 
Inc.; vice-presidents, H. H. Behrel, Booth Fisheries Corpora: 
tion, and Earl W. O. Bogan, Aero-Mayflower Transit Company; 
secretary, G. D. Kimball, attorney, and treasurer, L. E. Pur- 
nell, Superior Felt and Bedding Company. 





Digest of New Complaints 





No. 28820, Potash Company of America, Carlsbad, N. M., vs. Aberdeen 
& Rockfish et al. 

Rates, muriate of potash, manure salts and sulphate of potash, 
Carlsbad, N. M., to destinations in U. S., more particularly those 
on the Santa Fe, in violation of sections 1 and 3, the undue prefer 
ence alleged being for Wendover, Utah. Asks a cease and desist or 
der and reasonable rates. (James Ballard Zink and George H. 
Meyer, 143 Liberty St., New York, N. Y.) ; 

No. 28821, Western Growers Protective Association, Los Angeles, Calif., 
vs. Aberdeen & Rockfish et al. 

Estimated. weights of 68 and 34 pounds a crate from Texas and 
68 and 40 pounds a crate from Colorado, Idaho, New Mexico and 
Utah, on shipments of carrots to various points in U. S., alleged 
to be unjustly discriminatory and unduly prejudicial to Californl 
and Arizona and unduly preferential to the before-named states. 
Asks a cease and desist order and nondiscriminatory, nonprejudiciél 
and nonpreferential weights. (C. B. Moore, 1231 East Seventh St. 
Los Angeles, Calif.) 
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Docket of the Commission 





NOTEH—items in the docket marked with an asterisk (*) have been 
added since the last issue of THm Trarric WorLp. New assignments 
now on the Commission’s docket of dates later than herein shown 
will not bear asterisks when they do appear. Current cancellations 
and postponements announced too late to show the change in this 
docket will be noted elsewhere. 


May 11—Atlanta, Ga.—Henry Grady Hotel—Jt. Bd. 101: 
MC 43654 Sub. 2—Dixie Ohio Express Co., Akron, O., certificate to 
extend operations. 
MC 65967 Sub. 7—Wilson Truck Co., Inc., Nashville, Tenn., certifi- 
cate to extend operations. 


May 11—Boston, Mass.—Hotel Lenox—-Examiner Konigsberg: 
W-855—Hall Tug & Barge Corp., contract carrier application. 


May 11—Chicago, IIl.—Sherman Hotel—Jt. Bd. 72 and 21: 
MC 1503 Sub. 34—Central Greyhound Lines, Inc., Cleveland, O., cer- 
tificate to extend operations. 
MC 69752 Sub. 2—Zuzich Truck Line, Kansas City, Mo., permit to 
extend operations, 


May 11—Chicago, IIl.—Sherman Hotel—Examiner Smith: 
MC F-1817—Riss & Co., Inc., and E. E. Pick, purchase, Monark Motor 
Freight System, Inc. 
MC F-1824—Harry Ratner, purchase, John R. Weaver. 


May 11—Dallas, Tex.—Baker Hotel—Examiner Borroughs: 
MC 10312 Sub. 1—L. T. Campbell, Inc., Longview, Tex., certificate 
to extend operations. 


May 11—Denver, Colo.—Shirley-Savoy Hotel—Examiner Olentine: 
MC 100749 Sub. 3—Nelson Bros., Inc., extension, Texas, Colo. 
MC 100948 and sub. 1—O. T. Nelson and C. A. Nelson, contract car- 
rier application. 
MC 100948 Sub. 2—O. T. Nelson, extension of operations. 
MC 100948 Sub. 4—Nelson Bros., Inc., Wyo. extension. 
MC 100948 Sub. 5—Nelson Bros., Inc., Texas extension. 
MC 100948 Sub. 6—Nelson Bros., Inc., Colo., Wyo. extension. 
MC 100948 Sub. 7—Nelson Bros., Inc., extension, Colo., Wyo. 


May 11—Hartford, Conn.—Public Utilities Comm.—Examiner Luce: 
MC 51248, Sub. 1—Hartford Despatch & Warehouse Co., Inc., Hart- 
ford, Conn., certificate to extend operations. 


May 11—Jamestown, N. Y.—Samuels Hotel—Jt. Bd. 330 and 42: 
MC 103188—F. L. Grassi, Bradford, Pa., certificate. 
MC 103189—H. Singer, Bradford, Pa., certificate. 


May 11—Kansas City, Mo.—Hotel President—Examiner Disque: 
Fourth section aps. 19309, 19612 and 19701—Petroleum products to 


Colo., Wyo. and Utah—lubricating oil and grease from southwest 
and west. 


May 11—Los Angeles, Calif.—Federal Bldg.—Examiner Linn: 
MC 48966 Sub. 1—F. L. Harper, Inc., Kansas City, Mo. 
MC 48966—F. L. Harper, Inc., Kansas City, Mo., certificate or permit. 
MC 48966 Sub. 7—F. L. Harper, Kansas City, Mo., permit to extend 
operations. 


May 11—Shreveport, La.—Washington-Youree Hotel—Examiner Parker 
and Jt. Bd. 164: 
MC 1414 Sub. 2—Herrin Transfer & Warehouse Co., Inc., Shreveport, 
La., certificate to extend operations. 
MC 30012 Sub. 18—T. S. C. Motor Freight Lines, Houston, Tex., cer- 
tificate to extend operations. 
May 11—Washington, D. C.—Examiner Berry: 
W-16—S. C. Loveland Co., Inc., application for authority to continue 
operations as a contract carrier of property by water. 


May 12—Augusta, Ga.—U. S. Court—Examiner Clifford: 


MC F-1825—W. R. Dobson, Jr., et al., control, Reliable Transfer Co., 
Inc. 


May 12—Binghamton, N. Y.—U. S. Court—Jt. Bd. 42: 
MC 1392 Sub. 1—E. A. Martindale, Binghamton, N. Y., certificate to 
extend operations. 
MC 103205—L. L. Woodley, Binghamton, N. Y., certificate. 


May 12—Boston, Mass.—Hotel Lenox—Examiner Konigsberg: 
28804—Kulin Waste Co., Inc., vs. B. & A. et al. 


May 12—Chicago, I!l.—Sherman Hotel—Jt. Bd. 149: 
MC 1514 Sub. 6—Illinols Greyhound Lines, Inc., Cleveland, O., cer- 
tificate to extend operations. 


May 12—Dallas, Tex.—Baker Hotel—Examiner Borroughs: 
MC 14612 Sub. 5—A. W. Dunn Transfer Co., Marshall, Tex., certifi- 
cate to extend operations. 


May 12—Hartford, Conn.—Public Utilities Comm.—Examiner Luce: 
MC 10, Sub. 1—Rex Motor Lines, Bridgeport, Conn., certificate. 
MC 96456—Charles & Russell Movers, New Haven, Conn., certificate. 


May 12—Kansas City, Mo.—Hotel President—Examiner Disque: 
28760—Midland Cooperative Wholesale vs. A. & S. et al. 
28782—Petroleum Shippers Assn. vs. A. & S. et al. 
28793—Indiana State Chamber of Commerce vs. A. W. & W. et al 
28801—Standard Oil Co. (Ind.) vs. A. & S. et al 
28811—Highway Emulsions, Inc., vs. A. T. & S. F. et al 

* 28817—Yale Oil Corp. of S. D. et al. vs. C. & N. W. et al. 


May 12—Santa Rosa, Calif.—County Court—Examiner Malquist: 


Finance 13639—Application of the Northwestern Pacific for certificate 


permitting abandonment of line extending from Sonoma to Glen 
Ellen, Calif. 
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May 12—Shreveport, La.—Washington-Youree Hotel—Jt. Bd. 218: 
MC 2873 Sub. 2—Rapid Transfer & Storage Co., Inc., Alexandria, La,, 
permit to extend operations. 
May 12—Washington, D. C.—Examiner Esch: 
26937—National Mortar and Supply Co. vs. P. R. R. et al. 
27008—Laurens Glass Works, Inc., vs. C. & W. C. et al. 
27012—Chattanooga Glass Co. vs. P. R. R. et al. 


May 13—Atlanta, Ga.—Henry Grady Hotel—Jt. Bd. 204: 
MC 67686 Sub. 2—North Georgia Transportation Co., Inc., Canton, Ga. 


May 13—Binghamton, N. Y.—U. S. Court—Examiner Kephart: 
MC 6305 Sub. 1—Hancock Coal Co., Hancock, N. Y., certificate to 
extend operations. 
MC 103216—C. J. Wilcox, Trout Creek, N. Y., permit. 


May 13—Chicago, IIl.—Sherman Hotel—Jt. Bd. 149: 
MC 66562 Sub. 404—Railway Express Agency, Inc., New York, N. Y., 
certificate to extend operations. 
MC 74759 Sub. 2—Swanson-Bradtke, Inc., Chicago, IIl., certificate to 
extend operations. 
May 13—Dallas, Tex.—Baker Hotel—Jt. Bd. 16: 
MC 2309 Sub. 4—Gillette Motor Transport, Inc., Dallas, Tex. 
May 13—Denver, Colo.—Shirley-Savoy Hotel—Examiner Olentine: 
MC 29578 Sub. 6—Colorado Pacific Lines, Durango, Colo., certificate to 
extend operations. 
May 13—Detroit, Mich.—Hotel Fort Shelby—Jt. Bd. 57: 
MC 103325—G. W. Van Riper, Flat Rock, Mich., certificate. 
MC 38170 Sub. 1—White Star Trucking, Inc., Dearborn, Mich., cer- 
tificate to extend operations. 


May 13—Harrisburg, Pa.—Public Utility Comm.—Examiner Garofalo: 
MC 89791 Sub. 1—W. E. Minium, Lewisburg, Pa., certificate to ex- 
tend operations. 


May 13—Hartford, Conn.—Public Utilities Comm.—Jt. Bd. 227 and 191: 

MC 18264, Sub. 4—Hartford Transportation Co., Inc., Hartford, Conn., 
certificate to extend operations. 

MC 31448, Sub. 2—Standard Express, 
tificate to extend operations. 

May 13—Washington, D. C.—Argument: 
W-412—Boston Tow Boat Co. (Sec. 303 e) (Sec. 309 f). 
W-376—Application of Pan-Atlantic Steamship Corporation 

Atlantic Line) (Authority—Section 309). 


May 14—Atlanta, Ga.—Henry Grady Hotel—Examiner Yardley: 
MC 59583 Sub. 6—Mason and Dixon Lines, Inc., Kingsport, Tenn., 
certificate to extend operations. 


May 14—Binghamton, N. Y.—U. S. Court—Examiner Kephart: 
MC 88464 Sub. 4—Pierce Freight Lines, Inc., Penn Yan, N. Y., cer- 
tificate to extend operations. 


May 14—Brooklyn, N. Y.—St. George Hotel—Examiner Archer: 
28641—Sugar from the New Orleans district to northern river points 
1. & S. 4850—Sugar to Illinois territory. 


May 14—Cheyenne, Wyo.—Public Service Comm.—Examiner Olentine: 
1. & S. M-1979—Live stock, feed, etc., from or to Colo., Neb. and Wyo. 
May 14—Chicago, IIl.—Sherman Hotel—Jt. Bd. 156: 
MC 41638 Sub. 5—DeLuxe Motor Stages of Illinois, Chicago, IIl., cer 
tificate to extend operations. 


May 14—Detroit, Mich.—Hotel Fort Shelby—Examiner Bryan: 
MC 52177 Sub. 3—A. Woitysiak, Detroit, Mich., certificate to extend 
operations. 


May 14—Harrisburg, Pa.—Public Utility Comm.—Examiner Garofalo: 
MC 62104 Sub. 1—Eister Auto Transit, Hummels Wharf, Pa., certifi- 
cate to extend operations. 


May 14—Norfolk, Va.—Monticello Hotel—Examiner Clifford: 
MC F-1809—Norfolk Southern Bus Corporation, purchase, P. E. Callo- 
way. 


May 14—Washington, D. C.—Argument: 
W-732—Nicholson Transit Co., contract carrier applications. 
28678—Nicholson Universal Steamship Co., vs. Nicholson Transit Co. 


May 15—Binghamton, N. Y.—U. S. Court—Examiner Kephart: 
MC 103332—C. J. Hilton, Beaver Dams, N. Y., certificate. 
MC 103333—W. D. Morse, Painted Post, N. Y., certificate. 


May 15—Brooklyn, N. Y.—Hotel St. George—Examiner Luce: 

MC 96484—W. H. Morris, Middletown, N. Y., certificate. 
May 15—Casper, Wyo.—Federal Bldg.—Examiner Olentine: 

MC 20747 Sub. 2—Natrona Transfer, Storage & Fuel Co., Casper, Wyo. 
May 15—Dallas, Tex.—-Baker Hotel—Examiner Borroughs: 

MC 103134—Market Distributing Co., Dallas, Tex., permit. 


May 15—Detroit, Mich.—Hotel Fort Shelby—Examiner Bryan: 
MC 2484 Sub. 12—E. & L. Transport Co., Dearborn, Mich., certificate 
to extend operations 


May 15—Eau Claire, Wis.—U. S. Court—Examiner Smith: 
MC F-1813—C. Moland et al., purchase, J. W. Saunders and J. R. 
Welty. 
May 15—Harrisburg, Pa.—Public Utility Comm.—Examiner Garofalo: 
MC 101624—L. B. Smith, Camp Hill, Pa., certificate. 
May 15—Washington, D. C.—Argument: 
Finance 13499—Y. & M. V. abandonment. 
Finance 13543—Application of M. P. Callaway, trustee of Central of 
Ga., for permission to abandon line from Statesboro to Metter, Ga. 
May 16—Binghamton, N. Y.—U. S. Court—Examiner Kephart: 
MC 103301—E. Codington, Unadilla, N. Y., permit. 


May 16—Brooklyn, N. Y.—Hotel St. George—Examiner Luce: 
MC 103233—M. De Benedetto, Maspeth, N. Y., permit. 
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Defensive action will not win this war for the 
~— \\ United Nations. Long-term plans for aggressive 
action have been made obsolete by the lightning- 
qd 191: speed victories of powerful enemies. 
Conn., 
cer- For America and her Allies, there remains 
‘ only one road to victory — swift, smashing, dar- 
R |e Gg u t arf t re - Gg h t ing offense. The power and size of that offen- | 
(Pan- sive, and its ultimate result, will depend upon 
and pDassen ger one thing — how much better the people of 
Tenn., © America can do the job at home in. the critical 
service from New ; 
months ahead. Every possible man-hour of 
, cer- Orleans and other work is desperately needed.to speed up the 
production of tanks, planes, gums and ships. 
points Gulf Ports to Brazil, Production can, must, and will be increased. 
- U Every fighting machine turned out today is worth 
ontine: 
i Wyo. ru g ua yY an d a thousand times more than those which might 
= be produced next year. The next great crisis 
L, or Argentina. . , chenns cheatte 
of the war is approaching. The time is short. 
ates The American railroads are in this struggle 
with everything they have. With them, the war 
— comes first. And with them, it will continue 
certifi- 
For information about our regular to be first until they have moved the last fighting 
sailings as well as rates, write or man and the last fighting machine for the final cred 
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[Pancme limited 
Now in Daily Service between 


CHICAGO - ST. LOUIS and NEW ORLEANS 


This new Diesel-powered all-Pullman creation, just com- 
pleted after twelve months of construction, embodies the 
latest improvements in transportation engineering and facili- 
ties for perfect travel comfort. Its decorations and furnish- 
ings reflect the romantic atmosphere of New Orleans and the 
native artistry of Central and South America. 


A choice is offered of the most modern type of Pullman 
accommodations, drawing rooms, compartments, bedrooms 
and roomettes, and open sections with a striking innovation 
— privacy in dressing rooms. 


The Panama Limited dining service, long noted for its excel- 
lence, is still further improved — New Orleans food served 
in the Vieux Carré atmosphere. 


There is the customary special charge for the extra Panama 
Limited services which include new and surprising features. 


Write for colorful booklet fully describing this train which 
will be mailed free on request. 


New 18-Hour Schedule 


SOUTHBOUND NORTHBOUND 








3:15 pm Ly. Chicago Ar. 8:00 am 
6:05 pm Lv. ~. St. Louis . Ar. 7:20 am 
1:07 am Ar. . Memphis . Ly. 9:30 pm 
5:12 am Ar. . Jackson Ly. 5:05 pm 
9:15 am Ar. New Orleans Ly. 2:00 pm 


Through sleeper from New Orleans arrives Louisville 7:40 am; 
Cincinnati 12:15 pm. 


Through sleeper from Chicago, arrives Gulfport 10:40 am 


Illinois Central operates two other fine daily trains 
between Chicago and New Orleans 


Address mail inquiries to 
J. V. Lanigan, Passenger Traffic Manager 
Illinois Central, 135 East Eleventh Place, Chicago, Ill. 


ILLINOIS CENTRAL 


You may obtain a complete set of 8 beautiful Talio-Chrome prints of New Orleans scenes 
by sending 50 cents to cover postage and packing, or for one print send 10 cents only. 


x Ww Ww Ww Ww 











TRAFFIC WORLD 


May 16—Harrisburg, Pa.—Public Utility Comm.—Examiner Garofalo: 
1. & S. M-1993—Feed, roofing, seed, Baltimore, Md., to Pa. points. 

May 18—Atlanta, Ga.—Henry Grady Hotel—Jt. Bd. 101: 

MC 78632 Sub. 34—Hoover Motor Express Co., Inc., Nashville, Tenn, 
certificate to extend operations. 


May 18—Binghamton, N. Y.—U. S. Court—Examiner Kephart: 
MC 96473—H. Schneider, Monticello, N. Y., certificate. 
MC 103207—A. Myott, Owego, N. Y., certificate. 


May 18—Brooklyn, N. Y.—Hotel St. George—Examiner Luce: 
MC 96486—W. H. Bailey, Newark, N. J., certificate. 
MC 103347—M. McAteer, Newark, N. J., certificate. 

May 18—Casper, Wyo.—Federal Bldg.—Examiner Olentine: 


MC 79528 Sub. 1 EX—John MacCallum, Kirby, Wyo., certificate of 
exemption. 


May 18—Harrisburg, Pa.—Public Utility Comm.—Examiner Garofalo: 
MC 10108 Sub. 1—J. Keeports, Red Lion, Pa., certificate to extend 
operations. 
MC 38159 Sub. 1—Baughman’s Van Service, Harrisburg, Pa., cer. 
tificate to extend operations. 
May 18—Lansing, Mich.—Hotel Porter—Jt. Bd. 73: 
MC 88171 Sub. 1—H. Whipple, Midland, Mich., certificate to extend 
operations. 
May 18—Lansirg, Mich.—Hotel Porter—Jt. Bd. 76: 
MC 102406—A. Hipshire, Benton Harbor, Mich. 


May 18—Los Angeles, Calif.—Federal Bldg.—Examiner Linn: 
MC C-336—Pony Express Stages vs. Burlington Transportation Co, 
et al. 
May 19—Binghamton, N. Y.—U. S. Court—Examiner Kephart: 
MC 20858 Sub. 2—James P. Hunter Transportation Co., Elmira, N, Y, 
* MC 45735 Sub. 2—Seneca Lines, Inc., Elmira, N. Y., certificate to 
extend operations. 


May 19—Brooklyn, N. Y.—Hotel St. George—Exam. Luce and Jt. Bd. 42: 
MC 15903—O’Neill Trucking Corporation, New York, N. Y., certificate 
or permit. 
MC 44599 Sub. 1—Hide & Leather Trucking Co., New York, N. Y., 
certificate to extend operations. 
May 19—Dallas, Tex.—Baker Hotel—Examiner Disque: 
1. & S. 5110—Maximum rate provision, ocean-rail to southwest. 


May 19—Harrisburg, Pa.—Public Utility Comm.—Jt. Bd. 65: 
MC95890 Sub. 1—G. H. Gearhart, Waynesboro, Pa., certificate to 
extend operations. 


May 19—Harrisburg, Pa.—Public Utility Comm.—Jt. Bd. 42: 
MC 76152 Sub. 2—Interstate Truck Line, Harrisburg, Pa. 
May 19—Jackson, Miss.—Robert E. Lee Hotel—Jt. Bd. 97: 
MC 42145 and Subs. 1, 2, 3, 4, 9, 12 and 13—Bond Motor Lines, Jack- 
son, Miss. 
May 19—Lansing, Mich.—Hotel Porter—Jt. Bd. 73 and 9: 
MC 73701 Sub. 8 and 10—B. Glupker, Grand Rapids, Mich., certifi- 
cate to extend operations. 
May 19—Los Angeles, Calif.—Federal Bldg.—Jt. Bd. 78: 
MC C-220—Electrical Products Corp. vs. Consolidated Copperstate 
Lines. 
May 19—Minneapolis, Minn.—Hotel Nicollet—Jt. Bd. 142: 
MC 103386 Sub. 1—D. Niemann, Ogilvie, Minn., certificate. 
May 19—Washington, D. C.—Examiner Hanrahan: 
MC 3379 Sub. 1—Koontz Motor Freight, Inc., Akron, O. 
May 19—Washington, D. C.—Argument: 
W-149—Davison Chemical Corp., common carrier application. 
May 20—Binghamton, N. Y.—U. S. Court—Examiner Kephart: 
1. & S. M-1987—Coal, Scranton and Jessup, Pa., to New York points. 
May 20—Binghamton, N. Y.—U. S. Court—Jt. Bd. 42: 


MC 29929 Sub. 1—Canny Trucking Co., Inc., Binghamton, N. Y., cer- 
tificate to extend operations. 


May 20—Brooklyn, N. Y.—Hotel St. George—Jt. Bd. 42 and 119: 
MC 89362 Sub. 1—Disbrow Trucking, Inc., Elizabeth, N. J., permit 
to extend operations. 
MC 103431—Toye Transportation & Oil Co., Inc., Bayonne, N. J., cer- 
tificate. 


May 20—Dallas, Tex.—Baker Hotel—Examiner Disque: 
28770—Intrastate rates on grain and grain products in Tex. 
28787—Texas Industrial Traffic League vs. A. & S. et al. 


May 20—Davenport, la.—U. S. Court—Examiner Smith: 
MC F-1805—Hayes Freight Lines, Inc., purchase, Reliable Transit Co. 
MC F-1811—U. J. Haas and C. H. Wissel, purchase, Reliable Transit 
Co. 


May 20—Harrisburg, Pa.—Public Utility Comm.—Examiner Garofalo: 
MC 22791 Sub. 3—A. Spina, Reading, Pa. 
May 20—Los Angeles, Calif.—Federal Bldg.—Jt: Bd. 5: 
MC 21447 Sub. 2—Produce Distributing Co., Inc., Yakima, Wash. 
certificate to extend operations. 
May 20—Washington, D. C.—Argument: 
Valuation Docket 1267—Valuation Pipe Line Champlin Refining Co. 


May 21—Brooklyn, N. Y.—Hotel St. George—Jt. Bd. 119: 
MC 59561 Sub. 1—Gara Transportation Co., Newark, N. J., certificate 
or permit to extend operations. 
MC 77452 Sub. 1—Miller’s Express & Trucking Co., South River, N. J. 
certificate to extend operations. 
May 21—Lansing, Mich.—Hotel Porter—Jt. Bd. 76: 


MC 2998 Sub. 3—Wolverine Express, Inc., Muskegon, Mich., certificate 
to extend operations. 

MC 41030 Sub. 1—Yellow Bus Line, Midland, Mich., certificate to ¢* 
tend operations. 
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points, 
Tenn., 
cate of 
rofalo: 
extend 
.» cere 
—— 
—_ BUILDING 
OUTSTANDING as its dominance over New York's West 
Side midtown skyline, the STARRETT-LEHIGH BUILDING 
C offers the manufacturer and distributor superior advantages: 
on Co, 
° : bf e Lehigh Valley R.R. freight terminal on street level; 
se elevators direct to rail yard platform 
» mE 
cate to e Truck elevators to all floors, affording street floor 
* facilities throughout 
Bd. 42; or ro uction eFloor areas, 52,000 to 124,000 sq. feet. Smaller 
rtificate units may be leased 
N.Y e High safety standards—Jow insurance rates 
By making a fast interchange for freight moving e Live steam for manufacturing purposes 
ot across the country, and thereby making earlier e Fast passenger elevators; restaurant; barber shop. 
; eo ae liste ‘ate and li deliv INVESTIGATE .... learn what satisfied, 
— connections at distant points and earlier deliv- nationally-known occupants are doing at the 
eries possible, P. & P. U. Ry. at Peoria helps S . = 4: 
iin production hours your customers can tarreit-Lehigh Building 
ve ae s ;a 
3 : West 26th —West 27th.Streets—llth to 13th Avenues 
s, Jack- use your materials or equipment that much sooner. D. R. CROTSLEY, Manager, 601 West 26th Street Tel.: CHickering 4-5520 
lala While that interchange is being made P. & 
P. U. Ry. gives your car, and everyone else’s, a 
perstate quick once-over. Defective wheels, brakes, bear- 
ings, etc., are fixed or replaced and delays on the 
road are avoided. 
Everything that can be done to add speed to 
7 your production is done. Time saved in trans- 
< points. ‘ } ? : 
portation is time gained in turning out the fin- 
Y., cf : 
ished product. 
D: ; 
- permit Speed your freight and slow the clock—Keep ’em 
+ Fay Rolling via P. & P. U. Ry. and Peoria, Illinois. 
, PEORIACGATEWAY Barges of pipe to Houston via Canal enter 
ansit Co. 
2 Transit the center of the oil field area. 
Garofalo: pe 
Pipe to the wells and oil and gas lines 
, Wash., U y j 0 % RAI LWAY C 0 Ae PA 4 Y flowed in heavy ftonnages over Houston 
wharves. 
Ining Co. SWITCHING SERVICE BETWEEN 
Peoria & Pekin Union Ry.; Chicago, Rock Island & Pacific Ry.; Chicago & 
ertnene | Sr ere mea nears Sauce meena: thea tate hae 
, road; Atchison, Topeka & Santa. Fe Ry.; illinois Central’ R. Res, Pennsyl- J. Russell Wait, Director of the Port 
er, N. J. vania Railroad; Peoria Terminal R. R.; Chicago, Burlington & Quincy 
Railroad; New York, Chicago & St. Louls Railroad; Cleveland, Cincinnati & 
St. Louis Ry. (Peoria & Eastern); Toledo, Peoria & Western R. R Houston, Texas 
certificate 
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UNITED FRUIT 
* COMPANY « 


Regular Established Services 


between 
NORTH ATLANTIC, SOUTH ATLANTIC 
AND GULF PORTS 


and 
CUBA - COLOMBIA 
JAMAICA - GUATEMALA - NICARAGUA 
HONDURAS - BRITISH HONDURAS 
COSTA RICA* EL SALVADOR - PANAMA 
WEST COAST of CENTRAL and 
SOUTH AMERICA 


* 


For information consult 


FREIGHT BOOKING DEPARTMENT 


Pier 2, North River, New York 
WHitehall 4-1700 





SAFE 
ARRIVAL 


For War Shipments 


@ Signode’s service to shippers 
in six words is safe arrival at 
lowest practical cost. 





The methods insuring safety 
at the point of delivery are ap- 
plied by Signode application 
engineers. They analyze your 
product and its packing to make 
practical recommendations usu- 
ally at a saving. 


This is being done daily in the 
vital war industries—].c.]. ship- 
ments in cartons, boxes, crates, 
skids, bundles—Signode engi- 
neered loads for car bracing are 
providing shippers with lower 
material costs—saving in dun- 
mage weight and assurance of 
safe arrival. Let us study your 
problem and see what we can do 
for you. There is no obligation. 





Kitchen equipment Signode- 
strapped for Army Camps 


SIGNODE STEEL STRAPPING CO. 
2613 N. Western Ave., Chicago, Ill. 





Brooklyn,N.Y.: 364 FurmanSt. San Francisco, Calif.: 451 Bryant St. 
Representatives in Principal Cities Throughout the United States and Canada 





* | 
25 Years of 
Improvement | 


TRAFFIC WORLD 


May 21—Los Angeles, Calif.—Federal Bldg.—Jt. Bd. 5: 
MC 102946—Los Angeles and Spokane Motor Freight, Inc., Spokane, 
Wash. 
MC 60866 Sub. 9—Cater’s Motor Freight System, Inc., Spokane, Wash, 
May 21—Portland, Ore.—Multnomah Hotel—Jt. Bd. 45: 
* MC 37986 Sub. 4—Portland Pendleton Motor Transport Co., Inc, 
Portland, Ore. 
May 21—Washington, D. C.—Examiner Carpenter: 
1. & S. M-1905—Aldridge E. Hardy, commodities, trunk line territory, 
May 21—Washington, D. C.—Argument: 
Proposed revision of the rules of practice. 
May 21—Williamsport, Pa.—U. S. Court—Examiner Garofalo: 
MC 88418 Sub. 1—P. L. Lawton, Muncy, Pa., certificate to exteng 
operations. 
May 22—Brooklyn, N. Y.—Hotel St. George—Jt. Bd. 283 and Ex. Luce: 
MC 15167 Sub. 10—Cullum Trucking Co., Jersey City, N. J., permit to 
extend operations. 
MC 45662 Sub. 1—Astor Trucking Corp., New York, N. Y., certificate, 
May 22—Columbus, 0.—Public Utility Comm.—Examiner Smith: 
MC F-1787—Central Motor Lines, Inc., purchase, G. O. Evans Motor 
Express, Inc. 
May 22—Lansing, Mich.—Hotel Porter—Examiner Bryan: 
MC 59765, Sub. 4—M. Loebel, Otsego, Mich. 
May 22—Williamsport, Pa.—U. S. Court—Examiner Garofalo: 
MC 103319—R. Lindie, Blossburg, Pa., certificate. 
MC 102350 Sub. 2—H. C. Byrol, Lock Haven, Pa., certificate to ex- 
tend operations. 
May 23—Brooklyn, N. Y.—Hotel St. George—Examiner Luce: 
MC 50235 Sub. 2—Trio Motor Lines, Brooklyn, N. Y., permit to extend 
operations. 
May 23—Columbus, O.—Public Utility Comm.—Examiner Smith: 
* MC F-1822—The Reinhardt Transfer Co., purchase, Ray Lykins. 
May 23—Lansing, Mich.—Hotel Porter—Examiner Bryan: 
MC 2 Sub. 6—Truck Transport, Inc., Chicago, Ill., permit to extend 
operations, 
May 25—Brooklyn, N. Y.—Hotel St. George—Examiner Luce: 
MC 35334 Sub. 23—Cooper-Jarrett, Inc., Kansas City, Mo., certficate to 
extend operations. 
MC 17448 Sub. 1—Vassar Express, New York, N. Y. 
May 25—Erie, Pa.—U. S. Court—Examiner Smith: 
MC F-1821—L. V. Metz, purchase, Penn Ohio New York Express Cor- 
poration. 
May 25—Lansing, Mich.—Hotel Porter—Examiner Bryan: 
MC 59559 Sub. 6 and Sub. 8—D. Graff & Sons, Kalamazoo, Mich., cer- 
tificate to extend operations. 
May 25—Scranton, Pa.—Casey Hotel—Jt. Bd. 65 and 325: 
MC 12264—H. E. Boice, Williamsport, Pa., license. 
MC 103158—W. E. Yeagle, Lock Haven, Pa., certificate. 
May 25—Washington, D. C.—Argument: 
* Finarce 13416—Illinois Central, abandonment. 


May 25—Washington, D. C.—Examiner Carpenter: 
* |, & S. M-1984—Printing paper, Pa. points to N. J. and N. Y. 


May 26—Brooklyn, N. Y.—Hotel St. George—Examiner Luce: 
MC 91512 Sub. 1—Edward’s Trucking, Brooklyn, N. Y. 
May 26—Brooklyn, N. Y.—Hotel St. George—Jt. Bd. 42: 
MC 94409 Sub. 1—Barrett’s Express, Hightstown, N. J. 


May 26—Scranton, Pa.—Casey Hotel—Jt. Bd. 67 and Exam. Garofalo: 
MC 1 Sub. 4—Eschenbach & Rodgers, Inc., Scranton, Pa., permit to 
extend operations. 
MC 37319 Sub. 1—A. Soltis, Freeland, Pa., certificate to extend opera- 
tions. 


points, 


May 26—Washington, D. C.—Examiner Konigsberg: 
W-609—Seaboard Great Lakes Corporation, common carrier applica- 
tions. 


May 26—Washington, D. C.—Jt. Bd. 120: 
* MC 95480 Sub. 1—L. F. Hopkins, Nanjemoy, Md., certificate to ex- 
tend operations. 


May 27—Brooklyn, N. Y.—Hotel St. George—Jt. Bd. 42: 
MC 50307 Sub. 3—Interstate Dress Carriers, Inc., New York, N. Y. 


May 27—Lansing, Mich.—Hotel Porter—Examiner Bryan: 
MC 8989, Sub. 5—Howard Sober, Inc., Lansing, Mich. 


May 27—Los Angeles, Calif.—Federal Bldg.—Examiner Linn: 
MC 75482 Sub. 2—Safeway Van Lines, Los Angeles, Calif., certificate 
to extend operations. 
MC 75482—Safeway Van Lines, 
permit. 


May 27—Scranton, Pa.—Casey Hotel—Examiner Garofalo: 
MC 51046 Sub. 1—V. L. Griffis, Susquehanna, Pa., certificate to extend 
operations. 
MC 87964 Sub. 2—Benson Bros., Susquehanna, Pa., certificate to ex 
tend operations, 


May 28—Brooklyn, N. Y.—Hotel St. George—Examiner Luce: 
MC 44592 and Sub. 1—Middle Atlantic Transportation Co., Inc., NeW 
York, N. Y. 
MC 74083—Sutherland Shipping, Inc., New York, N. Y. 
May 28—Philadelphia, Pa.—Hotel Philadelphian—Examiner Garofalo: 
MC 2925, MC 40946 and MC 42579—In the matter of holding by Dela- 
ware Transportation Co., Inc., Philadelphia, of certificate under MC 
2925, by Lukens Trucking Corp., Philadelphia, of certificate under 
MC 42579, and by Delaware Express Co., Philadelphia, of permit 
under MC 40946. 
MC 67625 Sub. 1—J. W. Alexander, Upper Darby, Pa., certificate. 


Los Angeles, Calif., certificate or 
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CARS — Tank, Refrigerator, Hop- 
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a per, Gondola, Dump, Etc. LOWER COST 
iii Get up on present prices. 
‘ Thi be the time to liquidate them! AND 
Zu gor ie itesie ouside tent | PACKING ” SHIPPING 
+ anole CAR REPAIR PARTS. & 
i ia RELAYING RAILS. 
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7 NAILED BOXES 
e€ to ex- 
ie Success for You) crates 


—in Traffic Training! 


<ins. Slow, painfully-gotten experience going from job to job—while 
the years fly by faster than increases come—is not the best 
way to win the goal you want in the Traffic world! A far bet- 
ter one is thorough, scientific, low-cost training in Traffic Man- 
agement—training collaborated in by 175 of America’s fore- 
most transportation authorities, whose success-methods come 
to you in ‘‘Problem”’ form that puts you on the Traffic Man- 
ager’s job during training, and qualifies you for such a job 
afterward. Scores of $3,000-$5,000—$7,500 and even higher- 
salaried traffic executives are today in positions earned through 
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press Cor- LaSalle training. Possibly you can do the same... if you will. 
Get our free 48-page booklet, ‘‘Opportunities in Traffic Man- G E N E R A L B 0 X Cc O M a N Y 
agement” as the first step toward success for you. No obliga- 50 W. Illinois St., Chicago, Ill. 
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418 South Market Street 


SUBSCRIBE FOR 
THE TRAFFIC BULLETIN 


Here’s how you will profit: 
1. A Check on Your Tariff File 


THE TRAFFIC BULLETIN prints an abstract of 
every new tariff, supplement and classification filed 
with the Interstate Commerce Commission (railroads 
and motor carriers) and the Maritime Commission 
(steamship lines) in the current week, enabling you 
to get copies of those that will change your rates, 


2. Advance Notice of Rate Proposals 


Due to the wide circulation of THE TRAFFIC 
BULLETIN among shippers, the territorial rate 
committees of the railroads and intercoastal steam- 
ship lines use its columns to give public notice of 
all proposals received from shippers and carriers 
*to establish and to change commodity rates. This 
information is available from no other source in a 
form so complete and convenient for checking. Dis- 
position notices of a number of the committees are 
printed to advise the subscriber of the decision 
reached on each proposal. Thus you are informed 
far in advance of many changes which might not 
otherwise be called to your attention until after the 


3. Rate Changes on Short Notice 


Present competitive conditions have greatly in- 
creased the number of rate changes made by the 
carriers on less than 30 days’ notice. Before making 
them effective the railroads, motor carriers, and 
steamship lines must file short notice applications. 
These are printed in THE TRAFFIC BULLETIN as 
they are filed in Washington, along with the railroad, 
steamship and truck “Permissions” (short notice 
changes which are allowed by the two regulatory 
bodies). Information of this kind, received in ad- 
vance of a change in one single instance, may save 
you more than the cost of a full year’s subscription. 


4. Advance Information of Classification 


Subscribers to THE TRAFFIC BULLETIN re- 
the quarterly dockets of the 
Consolidated Classification Committee, listing the 


5. Other Essential Rate Information 


Suspended tariffs, embargo notices, fourth section 
applications and orders, tariffs returned and express 


The use of THE TRAFFIC BULLETIN for only a 
few months will return your investment with in- 
terest in actual time and money saved. Let the 
weekly issues add to the efficiency and increase the 
effectiveness of the work in your department. Send 
$6.25 for a trial three months’ subscription today. 


THE TRAFFIC BULLETIN 


Chicago, Ill. 
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May 29—Lansing, Mich.—Hotel Porter—Jt. Bd. 23: 
MC 3562 Sub. 1—Dickens Motor Freight, Inc., Chicago, Ill., certig. 
cate to extend operations. 


May 29—Philadelphia, Pa.—Hotel Philadelphian—Examiner Garofalo: 
MC 18869 Sub. 3 and 4—Krinvic Brothers, Willow Grove, Pa.. certifi. 
cate to extend operations. 


June 1—Brooklyn, N. Y.—Hotel St. George—Examiner Luce: 
MC 59583, Sub. 23—Mason and Dixon Lines, Inc., Kingsport, Tenn 
certificate to extend operations. " 


June 1—Charlotte, N. C.—Charlotte Hotel—Examiner Walsh: 
1. & S. 5113—Cotton transit at Shelby, N. C. 


June 1—Chicago, IIl.—Hotel Sherman—Examiner Way: 
1. & S. 5100—Express L. C. L. emergency charge. 


June 1—Lansing, Mich.—Hotel Porter—Jt. Bd. 23: 
MC 2815, Sub. 6—Willett Co. of Ind., Inc., Chicago, Ill. 


June 1—Philadelphia, Pa.—Hotel Philadelphian—Examiner Garofalo: 

MC 77649 Sub. 1—R. P. Quigley, Philadelphia, Pa., certificate to ex. 

tend operations. 
MC 23430—R. E. Mack, Philadelphia, Pa. 


June i—Pittsburgh, Pa.—Federal Bldg.—Examiner Schutrumpt: 
MC 29515 Sub. 1—E. B. Bartley, Port Matilda,’ Pa., certificate to ex. 
tend operations. 


June i—San Francisco, Calif.—Empire Hotel—Examiner Linn: 
MC 43972 Sub. 1 EX—E. W. Owen, Chico, Calif., application for ex. 
emption. 
June 2—Chicago, IIl.—Sherman Hotel—Examiner Higgins: 
MC F-1775—Allied Van Lines, Inc., pooling. 


June 2—Philadelphia, Pa.—Hotel Philadelphian—Examiner Garofalo: 
MC 48212 Sub. 2—T. R. Lownes, Richboro, Pa., certificate to extend 
operations. 
MC 103363—Superior Carriers, Trenton, N. J., permit. 


June 2—Pittsburgh, Pa.—Federal Bldg.—Jt. Bd. 74: 
MC 103328—J. H. Hiti, Mt. Pleasant, Pa., permit. 


June 2—Pittsburgh, Pa.—Federal Bldg.—Examiner Schutrumptf: 
a ee to Md., Pa. and W. Va. points from Vineland, 
June 3—Jacksonville, Fia.—Mayflower Hotel—Examiner Walsh: 
1. & S. 5115—Wrapping paper, Ark. and La. to Jacksonville, Fla. 
June 3—Minneapolis, Minn.—Nicollet Hotel—Examiner Way: 
28768—Minnesota Valley Canning Co. vs. A. & R. et al. 


June 3—Philadelphia, Pa.—Hotel Philadelphian—Examiner Garofalo: 
MC 44182 Sub. 1—W. W. Smith, Philadelphia, Pa., certificate to ex- 
tend operations. 
MC 60612 Sub. 2—S. Tischler, Rosenhayn, N. J., certificate to extend 
operations, 
June 3—Pittsburgh, Pa.—Federal Bldg.—Jt. Bd. 27: 
MC 68813 Sub. 3—Brainard Freight Lines, Inc., Warren, O., permit 
to extend operations. 


June 3—St. Louis, Mo.—York Hotel—Examiner Kilroy: 
1. & S, M-1877—Junk, Cape Girardeau, Mo., to St. Louis, Mo. 

* MC 103096—Midway Moving & Furniture Co., Cairo, Ill., permit. 

June 3—Washington, D. C.—Argument: 

* |. & S. 3636—Cotton, woolen, and knitting factory products between 
interstate points. 

* 24139—North Carolina Corporation Comm., et al. vs. A. & W., et al. 

* 24140—North Carolina Corporation Comm., et al. vs. A. & R., et al. 

* —— Association of Cotton Maanufacturers vs. B. & M. 
et al. 


June 4—Chicago, Iil.—Sherman Hotel—Examiner Bryan: 
MC 64932 Sub. 8—Rogers Cartage Co., Chicago, IIl., certificate to ex 
tend operations. 


June 4—Minneapolis, Minn.—Hotel Nicollet-—Examiner Way: 
W-764—Upper Mississippi Towing Corporation, common carrier a> 
plication. 
W-466—Hennepin Barge Line Co., contract carrier application. 
June 4—Philadeiphia, Pa.—Hotel Philadelphian—Jt. Bd. 67 and Exalr 
iner Garofalo: 
MC 21866 Sub. 5—West Motor Freight, Boyertown, Pa., certificate t 
extend operations, 
MC 103414—T. McDonald, Philadelphia, Pa., permit. 
June 4—Pittsburgh, Pa.—Federal Bldg.—Jt. Bd. 330: 
* MC 47474 Sub. 3—P. O. N. Y. Express, Erie, Pa. 
June 4—St. Louis, Mo.—York Hotel—Examiner Kilroy: 
* MC 96451—Gregory Moving Co., St. Louis, Mo., certificate. 


June 4—Washington, D. C.—Argument: 




























* Finance 3197—Construction of line by Waco, Beaumont, Trinity & 
Sabine. 

* Finance 5104—Construction of extension by Waco, Beaumont Trinity 
& Sabine. 


* Finance 8393—St. L. S. W. control. 
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